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How Illegal Immigration Affects You! 


SPRING SPEAKERS TOUR 


A nationwide speakers tour featuring John McManus, President of The 
John Birch Society. To see event locations already listed on the website, go 
to http://www.jbs.org/events/252?view=calendar. 
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: : If one were to take the reporting Of Austrian, free-market, economists have 
McCain-Feingold and Free Speech mainstream media at face value, it would be _ been mocked and ignored by proponents of 
The Supreme Court overturned parts of the clear that the political Right consists largely _ big-government and Keynesian economics. 
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PROPAGANDA 


Media Bias: Demonizing the Right 

by William F Jasper — According to reporting by what is termed 
“mainstream media,” the political Right is filled with instigators of 
racist hate and violence, but responsible reporting finds differently. 


Agents Provocateurs 
by William F. Jasper — Racist-sounding people are often planted in 
the conservative movement to stir up trouble. 


ECONOMY 


Finance Reform 
by Charles Scaliger — The finance reform bill likely won’t prevent 
financial instability. 


DEREGULATION 


The Breakup of Ma Bell 

by Bob Adelmann — As the FCC looks to regulate the Internet — 
because, we’re told, deregulation doesn’t work — it pays to review 
past government involvement in the communications industry. 


TERRORISM 


Mumbai Terrorist Was U.S. Asset 
by Alex Newman — The U.S. has one of the planners of the Mumbai 
terrorist attack, but the United States won’t extradite him to India. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


Fear & Fatal Power 
by Joe Wolverton IT, J.D. — Pompey the Great manipulated the fear 
of the people to acquire immense power. 


THE LAST WORD 

The Anti-government Epithet 

by Gary Benoit 
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Redefining Racial 
Prejudice 


Since the rise of the Tea Party movement, 
and the escalation of the socialist progres- 
sion of the current administration, there have 
also been the increasing cries of “racist” 
from the Left toward those people who have 
spoken against the rapid push by Obama and 
the Democrats toward fascism. 

Those on the Left who would accuse 
these groups of racism, of course, do this in 
order to discredit the patriots because the 
Tea Party movement threatens to expose 
their agenda, and destroy the Left/Right 
paradigm that has controlled the political 
parties for so long. 

This “racist” issue, however, is based on 
error, an error in the definition of the word 
“race.” People may use terms such as “ra- 
cial prejudice,” “superior race,” and “dif- 
ferent races.” When one thinks of the term 
“race,” often what comes to mind is the idea 
of competition. This is probably intentional; 
it is definitely wrong. 

Let’s take a look at the word “race” in re- 
lation to humanity. In using the term “race,” 
we are referring to “ethnicity.” “Ethnic’s” 
etymology is from Greek, meaning people or 
nation. It can also denote a group of people 
identified by a common and distinctive ra- 
cial, national, religious, linguistic, or cultural 


background. 
The word “race,” however, more correctly 
refers to a “species” — Species: spe-cies 


noun; biology taxonomic group: a subdivi- 
sion of a genus considered as a basic biologi- 
cal classification and containing individuals 
that resemble one another and may inter- 
breed. 

Therefore, all ethnicities (or ethnic peo- 
ples), although being of different cultural 
heritages, are of the same species. Therefore, 
they are all of the same race, although cultur- 
ally different. 

We have been brainwashed into using 
the term “race” to denote different ethnic 
groups in order to imply there is competi- 
tion amongst the “races,” and therefore one 
race is superior over one or more of the other 
races. It also denotes a winner, wherein the 
others must be losers. Are you starting to see 
a eugenicist agenda behind this lie? 

The Bible says, “Every kingdom divided 
against itself is brought to desolation; and 
every city or house divided against itself will 
not stand.” (Matthew 12:25) 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


The Left “Alinsky-ites” who want to 
destroy our nation are trying to do it by a 
“divide and conquer” tactic, using the “race 
card” as their weapon! Don’t be fooled by 
those who would try to defeat us through lies 
and deception! 

MARK MATHENY 
Sent via e-mail 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 


CORRECTION: In the cover story of the 
May 10 issue, “Outcome of Obama- 
Care,” the author quoted a report by the 
Massachusetts Budget and Policy Cen- 
ter that said the federal stimulus pack- 
age provides more than $128 billion “to 
states for health care. Massachusetts 
will receive an estimated $17.7 billion 
through ARRA programs, grants, and 
direct benefits,” mistakenly concluding 
that the state is receiving $17.7 billion 
for healthcare. 

Massachusetts is receiving $3.5 bil- 
lion in federal dollars for healthcare, and 
the remainder of the stimulus money is 
for other projects in the state. 


CORRECTION: In the Exercising the 
Right section of the April 12 issue, in 
the section entitled “Home Invasion 
Gun Battle,” the author reported the lo- 
cation of the shootout as “Spring City,” 
Texas. The incident happened in Hous- 
ton. Spring City is the name of a street. 


CLARIFICATION: In the May 10 article 
“Is the Shroud of Turin Authentic?” the 
author quoted Shroud researcher Ray 
Rogers, a physical chemist at Los Ala- 
mos Laboratory, as saying, “| am forced 
to conclude that the image was formed 
by a burst of radiant energy — light 
if you like.” He did say this, but later 
changed his mind and concluded the 
image could have been produced by the 
Maillard Effect. The effect derives from 
the decomposition of a corpse in contact 
with treated cloth, which can produce 
color on cloth. 


INSIDE TRACK | 


What Does the Arizona Immigration Law Actually Say? 


Arizona’s new immigration law, officially 
styled the Support Our Law Enforcement 
and Safe Neighborhoods Act (Senate Bill 
1070), has not even gone into effect yet; 
it is scheduled to do so 90 days after Gov. 
Jan Brewer’s April 23 signing of the bill. 
Yet SB 1070 has already received mega 
publicity from the media, has become 
highly controversial, and has been the tar- 
get of nationwide demonstrations, many 
of them held on May Day. 

With all the commentary and contro- 
versy, one would think that the substance 
of SB 1070 would at least be understood. But if the flawed de- 
scriptions of the bill appearing in the media are any guide, that 
apparently is not the case. 

SB 1070 does not require Arizona law-enforcement officers to 
stop and question and demand to see the papers of anyone they 
suspect of being an illegal immigrant. It instead requires officers 
to question those they suspect of being illegal immigrants during 
lawful stops. The pertinent part of the law states: “For any lawful 
contact made by a law enforcement official or agency of this state 
or a county, city, town or other political subdivision of this state 
where reasonable suspicion exists that the person is an alien who 
is unlawfully present in the United States, a reasonable attempt 


shall be made, when practicable, to deter- 
mine the immigration status of the person, 
except if the determination may hinder or 
obstruct an investigation.” 

Civil libertarians can reasonably argue 
that “lawful contact” should have been 
more precisely defined. Nevertheless, the 
power to stop and question illegal-alien 
suspects is not unqualified, as many have 
been led to believe. 

SB 1070 was a response to the federal 
government’s failure to secure the border. 
Article IV, Section 4 of the Constitution 
states: “The United States shall guarantee to every State in this 
Union a Republican Form of Government, and shall protect each of 
them against Invasion.” The federal government has not been ful- 
filling the constitutional requirement to protect states against inva- 
sion, and Arizona has responded by enacting legislation to enforce 
existing federal laws against the invasion of illegal immigrants. 

When she signed the bill into law, Gov. Brewer said that SB 
1070 “represents another tool for our state to use as we work to 
solve a crisis we did not create and the federal government has 
refused to fix.... We in Arizona have been more than patient waiting 
for Washington to act. But decades of federal inaction and misguid- 
ed policy have created a dangerous and unacceptable situation.” 


AP Images 


CEI Files Complaint Against Deceptive GM Ad 


The Competitive Enterprise Institute 
filed a complaint with the Federal 
Trade Commission on May 4, saying 
that General Motors is misleadingly 
claiming in a TV advertisement that 
it has already paid back its govern- 
ment loan. In the ad, GM CEO Ed 
Whitacre boasts: “A lot of Americans 
didn’t agree with giving GM a second 
chance. Quite frankly, I can respect 
that. We want to make this a company 
all Americans can be proud of again. 
That’s why I’m here to announce we 
have repaid our government loan, in 
full, with interest, five years ahead of 
the original schedule.” 
In reality, the CEI complaint points 
ut, “GM used taxpayer money to 
make the repayment — specifically, 
government bailout money from the 
Troubled Asset Relief Program.” 
Moreover, the “repayment” actually 
amounts to “only a little over 10 per- 
cent of the money that the govern- 
ment put into GM to bail it out.” 


AP Images 


You see, the $6.7 billion U.S. government loan that GM is 
boasting is now paid in full is only part of the $52 billion in U.S. 
government bailout funds it received. Most of the bailout money 
was converted into stock in the company, giving the U.S. govern- 
ment a 61 percent equity share in the company and giving birth 
to the GM nickname “Government Motors.” Of course, the gov- 
ernment’s equity share in GM is supposed to be bought out and 
the taxpayers are supposed to get their money back. But contrary 
to GM’s deceptive advertisement that ignores the government- 
owned stock in GM, the taxpayers have not gotten their money 
back. 

As for the “repayment” of the $6.7 billion loan, Senator 
Charles Grassley, in a letter to Treasury Secretary Timothy Geith- 
ner, said that “it appears to be nothing more than an elaborate 
TARP money shuffle.” He elaborated: “The bottom line seems to 
be that the TARP loans were ‘repaid’ with other TARP funds in a 
Treasury escrow account. The TARP loans were not repaid from 
money GM is earning selling cars, as GM and the Administra- 
tion have claimed in their speeches, press releases and television 
commercials.” 

Senator Grassley also pointed to a recent television interview 
wherein GM vice chairman Stephen Girsky was asked: “Are you 
just paying the government back with government money?” Gir- 
sky replied: “Well listen, that is in effect true, but a year ago 
nobody thought we’d be able to pay this back.” 


Will the FDA Regulate the Amount of Salt in Food? 


The Washington Post reported on April 20 that “the Food and 
Drug Administration is planning an unprecedented effort to grad- 
ually reduce the salt consumed each day by Americans, saying 
that less sodium in everything from soup to nuts would prevent 
thousands of deaths from hypertension and heart disease.” The 
Post also said that “the initiative, to be launched this year, would 
eventually lead to the first legal limits on the amount of salt al- 
lowed in food products.” 

However, the same day, the FDA claimed in a news release that 
the Post got it wrong. According to the FDA: “A story in today’s 
Washington Post leaves a mistaken impression that the FDA has 
begun the process of regulating the amount of sodium in foods. 
The FDA is not currently working on regulations nor has it made 
a decision to regulate sodium content in foods at this time.” Yet 
the same FDA release also stated, regarding a newly released 
Institute of Medicine report and future FDA plans: 


Over the coming weeks, the FDA will more thoroughly 
review the recommendations of the IOM report and build 
plans for how the FDA can continue to work with other 
federal agencies, public health and consumer groups, and 
the food industry to support the reduction of sodium levels 
in the food supply. The Department of Health and Human 
Services will be establishing an interagency working group 
on sodium at the Department that will review options and 
next steps. 

Success in reducing sodium intake will require coordinat- 
ed national action, with participation of all. We are encour- 
aged by the fact that some food manufacturers have already 
begun or announced their commitment to reduce sodium 
levels in their products. 


The FDA was a sponsor of the IOM report, entitled “Strate- 
gies to Reduce Sodium Intake in the United States.” The report 
recommended: 


The Food and Drug Administration (FDA) should expedi- 
tiously initiate a process to set ... mandatory national stan- 
dards for the sodium content of foods. 

¢ FDA should modify the generally recognized as safe 
(GRAS) status of salt added to processed foods in order 
to reduce the salt content of the food supply in a stepwise 
manner. 

¢ FDA should likewise extend its stepwise application of 
the GRAS modification, adjusted as necessary, to encom- 
pass salt added to menu items offered by restaurant/food- 
service operations that are sufficiently standardized so as to 
allow practical implementation. 

¢ FDA should revisit the GRAS status of other sodium- 
containing compounds as well as any food additive provi- 
sions for such compounds and make adjustments as appro- 
priate consistent with changes for salt in processed foods 
and restaurant/foodservice menu items. 


The bottom line: It would not be surprising if the FDA were to 
launch an initiative leading to “the first legal limits on the amount 
of salt allowed in food products,” just as the Post claimed. This 
is not only because of the FDA’s admission that it is reviewing 
“options or next steps” or the FDA-sponsored “Strategies” report, 
but also because of the simple fact that a government planning 
to mandate that all Americans must have government-approved 
health insurance is going to become increasingly concerned about 
the policyholders staying healthy. 


Supreme Court Rules in Favor of Mojave Cross 


The U.S. Supreme Court on April 28 decided 5-4 that the First 
Amendment “accommodates” religious displays on public land. 
In reference to the display of a cross in the Mojave Desert hon- 
oring the lives of soldiers who perished during World War I, a 
divided court ruled that the Constitution “does not require the 
eradication of all religious symbols in the public realm.” Several 
years ago, a claim was made that the presence of the cross was 
an indication of government endorsement 
of religion. 

Speaking for the majority opinion, 
Supreme Court Justice Anthony M. Ken- 
nedy wrote: “A Latin cross is not merely 
a reaffirmation of Christian beliefs. Here, 
a Latin cross in the desert evokes far more 
than religion. It evokes thousands of small 
crosses in foreign fields marking the 
graves of Americans who fell in battles, 
battles whose tragedies are compounded 
if the fallen are forgotten.” On the other 
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hand, Justice John Paul Stevens, who opposed the decision, as- 
serted that the government must “avoid endorsement of a particu- 
lar religious view.” 

If the Supreme Court decision was surprising, it was because of 
how the court has stretched the First Amendment’s Establishment 
Clause to the breaking point in the past. That clause states: “Con- 
gress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion.” 
The purpose of the clause was simply 
to prohibit the federal government from 
imposing an established religion on the 
country; it was not to eliminate religion 
from the public square, nor was it even 
intended to apply to other governmental 
entities. However, the Court has gone 
so far as to apply the Establishment 
Clause to local school boards (based on 
an expansive interpretation of the 14th 
Amendment) and to bar public-school 
prayer as an establishment of religion. 


It's your choice to call us BEFORE 
(or after) it fails! 


Mexico’s Leader Supports Mexican Workers in United States 
“Tt would be difficult to imagine the growth and prosperity of the 
United States in the 20th Century without the contributions of 
Mexican workers.” 

After acknowledging that many of his people go north to seek op- 
portunity while sending more than $20 billion home each year, 


President Felipe Calderon condemned Arizona’s new law and, 
with classic brazenness, instructed his consular officers in the 
| United States to defend “the rights of Mexicans.” 
Britain’s Prime Minister Commits Major Gaffe 
“People often talk about political gaffes in terms of car crashes. But this was no car crash. This was a 
multilane, multivehicle pile-up of major proportions.” 
Referring to Prime Minister Gordon Brown’s off-hand but captured-on-tape comment calling a lady 


who questioned him about immigration a “bigoted woman,” BBC correspondent Gary O’Donoghue 
expressed the view of many in Britain. 


AP Images 


Columnist Overreacts to Arizona’s New Law 

“T’m glad I’ve already seen the Grand Canyon. Because I’m not going back to Arizona as long as it 
remains a police state, which is what the appalling anti-immigrant bill that Gov. Jan Brewer signed into 
law has turned it into.” 

Overreacting to the passage of the law in Arizona, New York Times columnist Linda Greenhouse hoped 
to convince others to punish the state. 


President Wants Comprehensive Immigration Reform 
“T’ve made calls to Republicans. I think I can get a majority ae 
of Democrats. “ <a 
Granting an interview to reporters aboard Air Force One, — 


President Barack Obama indicated that he will push hard to ~~ 

address the illegal immigration problem by granting amnesty a 

to the illegal border crossers in our nation. gi » Barack Obama 
Goldman Sachs Officials Embarrassed by Released E-mails 

“Sounds like we will make some serious money.” “Yes, we are well positioned.” 

Documents brought to light during Senate hearings showed that Goldman Sachs personnel profited 
while many customers were facing substantial losses. 


Cheney Busily Endorsing Candidates 

“He might have to choose his electoral interventions rather carefully — to make sure that the Cheney 
seal of approval does not become a Cheney kiss of death.” 

Noting that the controversial former Vice President has already endorsed several candidates, columnist 
David Corn wonders how such action will sit with the GOP’s conservative voters. 


His Name Is Bush and He Supports Amnesty 

“T can fully support the peoples’ frustration, particularly in Arizona, but comprehensive immigration 
reform at the federal level is the way to go.” 

He has to know that “comprehensive” means amnesty, yet that’s the word former Florida Governor Jeb 
Bush used in a message he sent to the Wall Street Journal. 


Florida Senate Race Will Have Three Contestants 
“Both Kendrick Meek [the Democrat] and Charlie Crist [the In- 
dependent] are supporters of the Obama agenda. I didn’t realize 
I would have to run against both of them at the same time.” 
The popularity of certain Republican nominee Marco Rubio 
forced Florida Governor Crist to abandon the GOP and run as 
an Independent for the Senate seat. @ 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 
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According to reporting by what is termed “mainstream media,’ the political Right is filled 
with instigators of racist hate and violence, but responsible reporting finds differently. 


by William F. Jasper 


n February 12, Dr. Amy Bishop, 
an associate professor of neuro- 


biology at the University of Ala- 


bama in Huntsville, pulled out a pistol dur- 
ing a staff meeting and opened fire on her 
fellow faculty members, killing three and 
wounding three others. Chances are you 


10 


heard or read about the case. And you may 
have read or heard in some of the follow- 
up reporting about other bizarre incidents 
earlier in her life, such as her 1986 “ac- 
cidental” shooting of her brother (after 
which the shotgun-wielding Bishop took 
hostages) and her being a suspect in the 
1993 case of a pipe bomb that had been 
mailed to a Harvard professor with whom 


she had had a dispute. But, most likely, 
you didn’t read or hear that the 44-year- 
old, Harvard-educated Bishop was a fa- 
natical “Obama Girl.” 

According to the Boston Herald: “A 
family source said Bishop ... was a far- 
left political extremist who was ‘obsessed’ 
with President Obama to the point of being 
off-putting.’ Now, you can be fairly cer- 
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tain that if Professor Bishop had been a 
Ron Paul supporter, or a “right-winger” of 
any type, we would be hearing still about 
how the dangerous “ideology of hate” had 
driven her to her excesses. Dr. Paul would 
be hounded relentlessly by reporters de- 
manding to know if he assumes any re- 
sponsibility for the hate that caused these 
murders, and if he felt the need to alter his 
stand in favor of individual rights and the 
Second Amendment. 

You also may be unaware that the dis- 
trict attorney who allowed Amy Bishop to 
walk away from the shooting death of her 
brother without any further investigation 
or follow-up (and without any prosecution 
for her hostage taking) was William Dela- 
hunt, now a Massachusetts Congressman 
— a left-wing Democrat and close buddy 
of Venezuelan dictator Hugo Chavez. 
Again, it is not a stretch to suggest that 
if a conservative Republican member of 
Congress had been the DA who had set 
accused mass-murderer Amy Bishop free 
in the earlier shooting he would have been 
politically crucified by the media and the 
anti-gun lobby. Rep. Delahunt, however, 
has been given a pass; hardly a peep has 
been heard from him, or about him, con- 
cerning the matter. 

The case of Joseph Stack is similarly 
instructive. On February 18, the computer 
software developer intentionally crashed 
his private airplane into an office complex 
in Austin, Texas, killing himself and an 
office manager for the Internal Revenue 
Service. Thirteen others were injured. 
Stack’s suicide note — a rambling rant 
against the IRS, corporations, and the sup- 
posed injustices he had endured — was 
immediately seized upon by politicos on 
the Left and their allies in the media to 
proclaim Stack a poster boy for the bur- 
geoning Tea Party movement. The title for 
a February 23 op-ed by Robert Wright in 
the New York Times’ online “Opinionator” 
column was “The First Tea-Party Terror- 
ist?” In that column, Wright says: “In the 
end, the core unifying theme of the Tea 
Partiers is populist rage, and this is the 
core theme in Stack’s ramblings.” Wright, 
moreover, claims that the psychological 
“ingredients” that propelled Stack on his 
suicide/murder mission — “a conspira- 
torial bent, a deep and personal sense of 
oppression, an attendant resentful rage — 
can be found in the movement, if mainly 
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Professor Amy 
Bishop, a fanatical 
Obama supporter, 
killed three fellow 
faculty members and 
wounded three others 
in a shooting rampage 
at the University of 


Alabama in Huntsville 
in February 2010. 


Newscom 


on its fringes. There are some excitable 
Tea Partiers out there.” 

According to Lydia Khalil, a resident 
fellow at the Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and one of the organization’s sup- 
posed terrorism experts, Stack’s suicide 
attack shows “it’s time to stop putting the 
serious and growing threat of homegrown 
right-wing extremism — and the acts of 
violence it sometimes provokes — on the 
relative back burner.” Khalil’s March 11 
op-ed in the New York Daily News, entitled 
“Stop Minimizing the Right-wing Terror,” 
predictably quotes a Southern Poverty 
Law Center (SPLC) report, which omi- 
nously claims that “right-wing militias, 
ideologically driven tax defiers and sover- 
eign citizens are appearing in large num- 
bers around the country.” 

Jonathan Capehart, in a February 18 
Washington Post op-ed, wrote that “after 
reading [Stack’s] 34-paragraph screed, I 
am struck by how his alienation is similar 
to that we’re hearing from the extreme ele- 
ments of the Tea Party movement.” 

New York Magazine’s 
Chris Rozvar wrote: “In fact, 
a lot of his rhetoric could 
have been taken directly 
from a handwritten sign at 
a tea party rally.” The Daily 
Kos, a blog popular with 
the left-leaning, warned that 
the Stack murder/suicide 
“should inject a bit of cau- 
tion into the anti-government 
flame-throwers on the right.” 

Much of the mainstream 


media news and commentary was only 
slightly less inflammatory than this April 
18 headline from the left-wing blog, 
OuterPartyPress: “Right-Wing Terrorist 
Crashes Plane into IRS Building. Teabag- 
ger Hate Bears Fruit.” 

Of course, it turns out that Joe Stack was 
no “right-winger” at all, and had no con- 
nection to any Tea Party group. From what 
can be pieced together from his rantings, 
he could be more accurately described 
as a left-winger, a textbook example of 
Marxist “alienation.” He rages against 
capitalism, banks, insurance companies, 
drug companies, Wall Street, President 
Bush, the Catholic Church ... and yes, 
the IRS. Stack ends his long-winded sui- 
cide note with this apparent paean to Karl 
Marx, author of the Communist Manifesto 
(who, ironically, advocated the graduated 
income tax, from whence came the IRS): 


The communist creed: From each ac- 
cording to his ability, to each accord- 
ing to his need. 


According to the Boston Herald, multiple 
murderer Amy Bishop was “a far-left 
political extremist who was ‘obsessed’ 


with President Obama.” If Bishop had been 
a Ron Paul supporter, we would be hearing 
still about how the dangerous “ideology of 
hate” had driven her to her excesses. 
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Texas (above), had no ties to the Tea Party movement, contrary to medi 


The capitalist creed: From each 
according to his gullibility, to each 
according to his greed. 


Amy Bishop and Joseph Stack are not 
isolated cases. The teleprompter readers 
and hack writers of the mainstream media 
seem terminally afflicted with a compul- 
sion to issue daily baseless warnings on 
the dangers of “right-wing extremism” and 
to regurgitate every breathless announce- 
ment from the professional fundraisers 
and propagandists at the SPLC — yet 
they don’t have the time (or inclination) 
to cover the stories of left-wing violence. 
The following are but a few examples of 
many that fell through the cracks while the 
Big Media was stirring the hate pot against 
the Right: 

¢ Norman Leboon of Philadelphia was 
arrested March 27 for issuing death threats 
against Rep. Eric Cantor (R-Va.) and his 
family. Leboon, who contributed $505 to 
Barack Obama’s presidential campaign in 
2008, posted threatening videos on You- 
Tube aimed at Cantor, the second-ranking 
Republican in the House and the only 
Republican Jewish member of Congress. 
Leboon’s profanity-laced video told Can- 
or: “You are a liar, you’re a pig ... you’re 
an abomination. You receive my bullets in 
your office, remember they will be placed 
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in your heads. You and your children are 
Lucifer’s abominations.” 

¢ The previous week Rep. Cantor’s cam- 
paign office in Richmond, Virginia, was 
struck by a bullet. The same media that 
lavished huge coverage on alleged death 
threats against several Democratic Con- 
gressmen gave short shrift or no coverage 
to the Cantor stories. 

¢ Several thugs wearing SEIU (Service 
Employees International Union) T-shirts 
attacked Kenneth Gladney, a black con- 
servative, at an August 6, 2009 Town Hall 
meeting with Rep. Russ Carnahan (D-Mo.) 
in St. Louis. The SEIU goons were caught 
on tape as they brutally beat, punched, 
knocked down, and kicked Gladney, who 
had simply been peacefully handing out 
the historic “Don’t Tread on Me” flags. 
One of the attackers called Gladney a 
“son of an****r.”” Gladney, who sustained 
significant injuries in the unprovoked at- 
tack, is pursuing civil action against the 
three attackers who were arrested and are 
also being prosecuted on criminal bat- 
tery charges. The attackers were part of a 
large SEIU pro-Carnahan contingent at the 
Town Hall, and the SEIU has been one of 
President Obama’s staunchest supporters. 
The SPLC, NAACP, Congressional Black 
Caucus, NBC, and New York Times have 
not rushed to report Gladney’s case or to 
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demand accountability from Carnahan, 
Obama, or the SEIU. 

¢ Lloyd Marcus is a singer who has per- 
formed at 34 Tea Party rallies in 16 states, 
oftentimes singing the National Anthem. 
Lloyd Marcus happens to be black. But 
since his presence contradicts the main- 
stream media meme which holds that the 
Tea Parties are a racist, whites-only move- 
ment, he is often cropped out of “news” 
broadcasts and photographs. He has also 
experienced vicious racial verbal attacks, 
but not from the Tea Partiers. “The racial 
hate expressed against me all came from 
the left, people who support President 
Obama’s radical socialist agenda,” says 
Marcus on his blog. “Unfortunately, my 
deleted email box is littered with numer- 
ous messages expressing the following: 
“You are the dumbest self hating f****** 
n**** T have ever seen!’” 

¢ Radio talk-show host and former CNN 
newsman Lou Dobbs was subjected to a 
nationwide hate campaign aimed at driv- 
ing him off the air, primarily because of 
his outspoken opposition to amnesty for 
illegal aliens and his support for increased 
border security. He and his wife were also 
subjected to many death threats and in Oc- 
tober 2009 were shot at, with a bullet strik- 
ing their home. The hate campaign, which 
portrayed Dobbs as a racist and terrorist, 
was organized by DropDobbs.com, a co- 
alition of left-wing groups that included 
the National Council of La Raza, Media 
Matters, the National Hispanic Media 
Coalition, the Southern Poverty Law Cen- 
ter, Voto Latino, and the Labor Council 
for Latin American Advancement. “Lou 
Dobbs is a terrorist. He is encouraging the 
American people to hate Latinos,” said Fa- 
bian Arias, a pastor of the Sion Lutheran 
Church in East Harlem and an activist in 
the DropDobbs campaign. 

To the above-cited incidents could be 
added literally hundreds of others in which 
leftist agitators from MoveOn.org, Code 
Pink, A.N.S.W.E.R., ActUp, NARAL, 
LaRaza, Greenpeace, Earth First, SEIU, 
AFLCIO, and other groups have physically 
attacked and injured peaceful protesters or 
police officers, started riots, and endan- 
gered public safety. However, based on 
the coverage in the “mainstream” media it 
would seem that the only threat to civil dis- 
course, and the only threat of hate and vio- 
lence, emanates from the political Right. 
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Orwell and Goldstein 

Some time in high school or college most 
of us read Nineteen Eighty-Four, George 
Orwell’s grim novel of a dystopian future 
under the iron-fisted rule of The Party 
and Big Brother. One of the most chill- 
ing features of existence in Orwell’s fore- 
boding creation is the Two Minutes’ Hate, 
daily sessions in which Party members 
must demonstrate their loyalty by watch- 
ing a film depicting The Party’s enemies, 
and whipping themselves into a frenzy of 
hatred against the enemies and love for 
Big Brother. The chief enemy in these 
daily brainwashing films is Emmanuel 
Goldstein, whose face morphs onto the 
screen after vicious enemy soldiers with 
hideous facial expressions charge the 
viewers with guns blazing. The fictional 
Goldstein serves The Party’s needs as the 
designated “enemy of the state,” provid- 
ing an object against which citizens can 
rant and vent their ire, rather than direct- 
ing their rage against the regime that is 
oppressing them. 

In America today, it seems, the Two 
Minutes’ Hate sessions (which frequent- 
ly are longer than two minutes and run 
24/7, not just once a day) have found a 
number of stand-ins for Goldstein: Tea 
Party activists, global-warming “deniers,” 
ObamaCare opponents, constitutionalists, 
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pro-life activists, opponents 
of homosexuality, Second 
Amendment advocates, 
states’ rights proponents, 
foes of amnesty for illegal 
aliens, home-schoolers, and 
Christians who adhere to or- 
thodox biblical teaching and 
traditional values. 

In short, anyone who re- 
sides even slightly to the 
right of the political-correct- 
ness fault line established 
by Barack Obama, Nancy Pelosi, and the 
avatars of Big Government/Big Media/ 
Big Hollywood/Big Academia is liable to 
be targeted for the Goldstein treatment. 
What that means, in real terms, is that if 
one falls into any of the above-mentioned 
categories, or happens to be what is usu- 
ally described as a political/economic/ 
social “conservative,” you are likely to 
get smeared as being anti-government, 
anti-Semitic, racist, extremist, seditious, 
violent, paranoid — and of course, hateful. 

In an April 9, 2010 online piece for 
Newsweek entitled “A Surge of Hate,” 
Evan Thomas and Eve Conant warn that 
“antigovernment extremists are on the 
rise — and on the march.” In the printed 
magazine version of the four-page article, 
which is dated April 19, the word “HATE” 


Lloyd Marcus, who sings at Tea Party 
events, happens to be black. But since 
his presence contradicts the mainstream 
media meme which holds that the 

Tea Parties are a racist, whites-only 
movement, he is often cropped out of 
“news” broadcasts and photographs. 


is emblazoned in huge letters covering half 
a page. The Newsweek duo then begin 
their article by targeting Stewart Rhodes 
and Oath Keepers: 


Stewart Rhodes does not seem like 
an extremist. He is a graduate of Yale 
Law School and a former U.S. Army 
paratrooper and congressional staffer. 
He is not at all secretive.... Rhodes 
says he has 6,000 dues-paying mem- 
bers, active and retired police and 
military, who promise never to take 
orders to disarm U.S. citizens or 
herd them into concentration camps. 
Rhodes told a NEWSWEEK report- 
er, “We’re not a militia.” Oath Keep- 
ers do not run around the woods on 
the weekend shooting weapons or 


Lloyd Marcus, who has performed at many Tea Party events, has been subjected to vicious racist attacks by Obama supporters. The 
“mainstream” media is uninterested in reporting this. 
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According to Newsweek, “The current 
surge of fear and loathing toward Obama” 
is based on race. It quotes Columbia 
University historian Alan Brinkley as 


saying, “There’s a big dose of race 


behind the real crazies.” And, he says, it 


is “scary.” 


threatening the violent overthrow of 
the government. Their oath is to up- 
hold the Constitution and defend the 
American people from dictatorship. 
But by conjuring up the specter of 
revolution — or counterrevolution — 
is Rhodes adding to the threat of real 
violence? Oath Keepers are “‘a par- 
ticularly worrisome example of the 
‘patriot’ revival,” according to Mark 
Potok of the Southern Poverty Law 
Center (SPLC), which monitors hate 
speech and extremist organizations. 


Newsweek’s Thomas and Conant admit 
that Rhodes “does not seem like an ex- 
tremist” — and they present no evidence 
to indicate that he is “an extremist,” what- 


ever that may mean to them. 
Yet they proceed to indict 
him as such by implication 
and innuendo, solely on the 
basis of a claim by an SPLC 
spokesman that Oath Keep- 
ers are “particularly wor- 
risome.” Why are they so 
“worrisome”? SPLC’s Potok 
cites no crimes committed, 
no threats, no violent or rac- 
ist rhetoric, no advocacy of 
illegal or immoral acts. Per- 
haps someone will dig up some statement 
or action by Rhodes or one of his Oath 
Keeper members to justify concern — but 
unless and until they do (and we can be 
sure Newsweek and the SPLC have tried), 
is it not the height of indecency to attempt 
to conflate Oath Keepers with Oklahoma 
City bomber Timothy McVeigh, as Thom- 
as and Conant try to do? 

In similar fashion, the Newsweek au- 
thors smear the millions of peaceful, law- 
abiding Americans who are legitimately 
concerned over the complete breakdown 
of our border security, by likening them 
to Klansmen carrying out lynchings. They 
write: “Fear of ‘the other’ has long fueled 
hate crimes, from the torture and lynch- 
ings by the Ku Klux Klan beginning in the 


Lou Dobbs was ousted as one of CNN’s most popular newsmen, mm 
La Raza/SPLC vilification campaign. He also received dea 
that struck his home. 
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late 1800s, to the violence of the 1950s 
and °60s, to the virulent anti-immigrant 
groups today.” 

According to Newsweek, “The current 
surge of fear and loathing toward Obama” 
is based on race. It quotes Columbia Uni- 
versity historian Alan Brinkley as saying, 
“There’s a big dose of race behind the real 
crazies.” And, he says, it is “scary.” 

The Obama camp — those in the po- 
litical sphere and in the media — have, 
of course, hurled the charge of racism 
to intimidate, silence, and marginalize 
all critics, going back to his presidential 
campaign and continuing to the present. 
Over the past few months the race card has 
been used with a vengeance in an attempt 
to beat down the Tea Party movement. 


Truth Be Told 

Brent Bozell of the Media Research Cen- 
ter reports that the major media first tried 
to kill the Tea Party movement by ignoring 
it, but when that didn’t work they turned 
to the familiar smear tactic. Bozell says 
his group “found only 19 news stories on 
the Tea Party movement for the entire year 
[of 2009] on ABC, CBS and NBC. The 
Obama family dog received more atten- 
tion.” Bozell puts the coverage in context: 


How anemic is this? Compare those 
19 stories in all of 2009 with 41 sto- 
ries the networks gave the “Million 
Mom March” against gun rights in 
2000 — and all before the math- 
challenged protest even happened. 
Consider racist and anti-Semitic 
Rev. Louis Farrakhan’s “Million Man 
March.” On Oct. 16, 1995, ABC, 
CBS and NBC together aired 21 sto- 
ries just on one night. 

The difference in tone was just as 
dramatic. Amazingly, the Tea Parties 
were assumed to be racist, but Far- 
rakhan’s event was not. ABC anchor 
Peter Jennings devoted all but 75 sec- 
onds of his newscast to promotional 
goo for the Nation of Islam. 


Bozell then compares that to the Tea 
Party stories. “The victory of Sen. Scott 
Brown in Massachusetts spurred heavier 
network TV attention, another 42 stories 
in 2010.” “But,” he notes, “now that they 
had to cover the Tea Party, the tone turned 
negative: Overall, 27 of 61 stories (44 per- 
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e, Christian, pro-life, pro-gun organizations and individuals. 


cent) openly suggested the movement was 
fringy or extremist.” Bozell continues: 


Contrast ABC’s Peter Jennings then 
with ABC’s Dan Harris now. Far- 
rakhan was somehow a uniter, not 
a divider. But Harris warned Tea 
Party protesters “waved signs liken- 
ing Obama to Hitler and the devil... 
Some prominent Obama supporters 
are now saying that it paints a picture 
of an opposition driven, in part, by a 
refusal to accept a black president.” 

And with that, everyone associ- 
ated with the Tea Party movement, 
and everyone in sympathy with the 
Tea Party movement, had just been 
neatly tarred with the racism brush. 
What dramatic selectivity of “news 
judgment”! At left-wing rallies, re- 
porters consistently and easily ig- 
nored hateful and extremist podium 
speeches from protest organizers. 
They paid no attention to objection- 
able signs. “Bush Lied, Thousands 
Died!” Big deal! 

But at a conservative event, they go 
searching high and low for the kooki- 
est, fringiest protester in a crowd of 
tens of thousands, so they can smear 
the entire crowd as a racist gathering. 


Following the ObamaCare vote on Satur- 
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day, March 20, tens of thousands of pro- 
testers gathered peacefully at the Capitol 
in Washington, D.C., to register their op- 
position to the legislation. That is when 
several members of the Black Congres- 
sional Caucus staged a “race card” stunt to 
change the dynamics of the debate. Led by 
Rep. John Lewis (D-Ga.), the Black Cau- 
cus contingent traipsed through the Tea 
Party throng and then claimed that they 
had been subjected to racial taunts by a 
group chanting the “N-word.” Immediate- 
ly that became the big story and headlines 
about racism in the Tea Party movement 
and the racist opposition to ObamaCare 
were recirculated. House Minority Lead- 
er John Boehner decried the incident as 
“deplorable” and other Republican lead- 
ers also were forced to switch focus from 
debating the real issues of healthcare to 
denouncing the racial incident. 

Now, if the event had happened as 
the Congressional Black Caucus (CBC) 
claims, it would have been an unfortu- 
nate incident, but 
no fair-minded per- 
son would lambaste 
tens of thousands of 
otherwise innocent 
demonstrators for 
the actions of a few 
who clearly did not 
represent the whole. 
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But there is good reason to suspect that 
the incident never even happened, and that 
the entire affair is a vicious lie concocted 
by the CBC to discredit ObamaCare op- 
ponents and the Tea Party movement. The 
best reason is that, so far, the CBC has 
not produced one independent witness or 
a single audio or video recording to sub- 
stantiate their serious charge. 

Andrew Breitbart, who was at the Tea 
Party gathering, writes on BigGovern- 
ment.com: 


The Congressional Black Caucus 
claimed the N-word was hurled 15 
times. YouTube video shows that at 
least two of the men in the procession 
were carrying video cameras and 
holding them above the crowd. They 
have not come forth with evidence 
to show that even one person hurled 
the vile racist epithet. The video also 
shows no head movement one way or 
another. Wouldn’t the N-word pro- 
voke a head turn or two? Is it really 
possible that in 2010, in a crowd of 
30 or 40 thousand people — at the 
center of a once-in-a-lifetime media 
circus — not one person’s flipphone, 
Blackberry, video recorder or a net- 
work feed caught a single incident? 
And if not, then at least someone 
could have found an honest tea par- 
tier to act as an eyewitness — or the 
Congressional Black Caucus would 
have confronted the culprit(s). If that 
had happened, there would be an in- 
vestigation to see if the perpetrator 
was a left-wing plant. 


Breitbart has offered a $100,000 reward 
for any eyewitness or video evidence of 
the alleged racial slur incident, but there 
have been no takers. Very likely that is 
because the entire incident was fictional. 
But don’t expect the leftist news hounds 
in the mainstream media to help expose 
the deception. 
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Leftists paint the political Right as crazy racists. To make their accusations credible, they 
single out bad individuals — who are often planted in the movement to stir up trouble. 


by William F. Jasper 


n August 9 Hal Turner is sched- 
O uled to go on trial in federal court 

in Brooklyn, New York, for al- 
legedly threatening three federal appeals 
court judges in an Internet blog post. For 
the past several years, Turner, an Internet 
radio shock jock, has been one of the top 
purveyors of incendiary racist bombast. 
He has been dubbed the “Host of Hate” 
by the Southern Poverty Law Center and 
has provided the SPLC and other left-wing 
activist groups with a handy image to use 
in smearing conservatives. 

The major problem for prosecutors is 
that Turner was on the payroll of the FBI 
for much of the time that he was spewing 
his hate-filled rants across the World Wide 
Web and delivering speeches throughout 
the country to Aryan misfits. According 
to news accounts and Turner’s defense at- 
torney, Turner was recruited by FBI coun- 
terterrorism agents in 2002 or 2003 and 
paid thousands of dollars to engage in his 
“white power” antics, supposedly to flush 
out and expose genuine racists who could 
pose a terror threat. His federal handlers 
even sanctioned an earlier threat he had 
made against another federal judge, Turn- 
er says. The feds acknowledge that Turner 
worked for them but claim they severed 
the relationship in 2007. However, ac- 
cording to Peter J. Sampson, a reporter for 
The Record in New Jersey, “records show 
Turner continued to provide tips to the FBI 
and other agencies until weeks before his 
arrest last June.” 

Hal Turner has been a gold mine for 
groups like the SPLC and the Anti-Defa- 
mation League (ADL), providing the per- 
fect stereotypical image (for them) of the 
white-male-as-rabid-racist. A special pro- 
file on Turner in the SPLC’s Intelligence 
Report for Fall 2003 describes him thusly: 


A belligerent, foul-mouthed talk 
show host, Turner is the maestro of 
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“Host of Hate” Hal Turner, a white supremacist blogger — and longtime FBI informant — 
has been indicted for threatening federal judges. 


radio hate — a man who rants about a 
“Portable N****r Lyncher” machine, 
“faggots,” “savage Negro beasts,” 
“bull-dyke lesbians” and “lazy-a** 
Latinos ... slithering across the bor- 
der.” And that is just the beginning. 


Turner has figured prominently in the 
SPLC’s steady deluge of reports about the 
imminent danger from the Right. 

Hal Turner can likewise boast dozens 
of entries on the ADL’s website. An ADL 
press release for April 24, 2006, warns: 
“Extremists Declare ‘Open Season’ on 
Immigrants; Hispanics Target of Incite- 
ment and Violence.” The statement claims: 
“White supremacists and other far-right 
extremists are engaging in a growing num- 
ber of violent assaults against legal and il- 
legal immigrants and those perceived to be 
immigrants, while singling out all Hispan- 
ic Americans as potential targets.” It then 
quotes Turner, from his radio talk show: 
“Slowly but surely we are headed toward 


the solution that I have been advocating 
for years: KILL ILLEGAL ALIENS AS 
THEY CROSS INTO THE U.S. When the 
stench of rotting corpses gets bad enough, 
the rest will stay away.” 

Although full details of the relationship 
between Turner and the Department of 
Justice/FBI may not be known for some 
time (if ever), the Turner case is but one of 
many that illustrate the serious dangers to 
freedom posed by government agents pro- 
vocateurs. Whether or not Turner initially 
may have served a legitimate purpose of 
infiltrating and exposing genuine “home- 
grown” terrorist threats, there is no ques- 
tion that his activities and utterances have 
contributed to inter-racial polarization and 
have been used effectively by legislators 
and professional hate finders (such as the 
SPLC and ADL) to lobby for more “hate 
crime” laws and “anti-terrorism” measures 
that have greatly expanded the power of 
the State, while greatly diminishing the 
freedoms of all Americans. 


17 


Wa sTorY Bae = 


U.S. authorities arrested Mumbai terrorist 
David Headley, but they made a plea 
deal with him that takes a possible death 


sentence off the table and prevents 
his extradition to India — which is 
inexplicable, unless Headley is a U.S. 
government asset. 


OKC Provocateurs 
When Timothy McVeigh and Terry 
Nichols were arrested and indicted for 
the 1995 Oklahoma City bombing of the 
Murrah Federal Building that claimed 
169 lives, the federal Department of 
Justice claimed that it was still pursuing 
“others unknown” who were involved in 
the terror act. Among those being sought 
was a “John Doe,” a sketch of whom had 
been circulated to all law-enforcement 
agencies. An extensive, multi-year inves- 
tigation by THE NEw AMERICAN yielded 
abundant evidence that indeed there were 
at least several other co-conspirators in- 
volved in the bombing, including a leader 
of the Oklahoma Ku Klux Klan, several 
Middle Eastern individuals, and a foreign 
national from Germany. 

One of the primary suspects our in- 
vestigation pointed to is Dennis Mahon, 
the organizer and Imperial Dragon of 
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the Ku Klux Klan of Okla- 
homa, and a leader in the 
White Aryan Resistance 
(W.A.R.), a violent, racist 
national group headed by 
Tom Metzger. Long before 
Hal Turner was spouting his 
venomous bile, Mahon and 
Metzger were preaching the 
gospel of hate and providing 
the SPLC, the ADL, and the 
liberal-left media with the 
pretext to claim the urgent 
need for more stringent “hate speech” 
and “hate crime” laws. 

Mahon was a frequent resident at the 
Aryan settlement in rural Oklahoma 
known as “Elohim City,” which Timothy 
McVeigh visited. McVeigh also made a 
phone call to an individual at Elohim City 
(as shown by his phone records and ac- 
cording to testimony of Elohim City resi- 
dents) immediately after confirming the 
reservation for the Ryder truck used in 
the Oklahoma City bombing. Mahon con- 
firmed, in an interview with this writer, 
that he knew McVeigh and knew McVeigh 
to have been in Elohim City. Mahon de- 
nied any participation in the bombing, but 
Carol Howe, an undercover informant for 
the federal ATF inside Elohim City, says 
otherwise. According to Howe, she ac- 
companied Mahon and German national 
Andreas Strassmeir to Oklahoma City 
to scout the Murrah Building. She says 
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OKC provocateurs: Andreas Strassmeir, shown here on a 1996 cover of THE New AmeRICcAN 
with Timothy McVeigh, and Dennis Mahon (in cowboy hat, shades) in a 1997 photo. 
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she warned federal officials of the plot 
before the fatal bombing. ATF and FBI 
documents, along with other evidence de- 
veloped by this writer and other investiga- 
tors, support Howe’s story. The FBI and 
ATF documents also support her claim 
that Mahon and Strassmeir were trained 
in explosives and were training others. 
Incredibly, neither Mahon nor Strass- 
meir were investigated as suspects in 
the case, despite the pleadings of family 
members of victims of the bombing for 
the FBI to do so. They seemed to be mys- 
teriously protected by Attorney General 
Janet Reno and the Clinton Justice De- 
partment. Strassmeir admitted to having 
met McVeigh, and it was Strassmeir who 
was the intended recipient of the above- 
mentioned call McVeigh made to Elohim 
City. Strassmeir was living in the United 
States illegally on an expired visa and en- 
gaging in activities that were clearly ille- 
gal for a foreign national, such as making 
and detonating explosives, training the 
Elohim City “militia” in firearms use and 
combat tactics, and carrying a concealed 
firearm. Yet he was allowed to remain at 
large for months after the bombing — and 
then allowed to slip out of the country 
via Mexico. Only after he had exited the 
country did the FBI develop an interest in 
him, and then only to the extent that they 
interviewed him briefly by telephone. 
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Dennis Mahon continued his charmed 
existence, somehow evading prosecution 
in the many criminal escapades that sent 
many of his confederates to prison. The 
inescapable conclusion arrived at by many 
investigators (as well as many of his for- 
mer associates) is that he is a protected 
federal “asset.” That is my conclusion as 
well, especially following an incident in 
which Mahon left a message on my home 
answering machine threatening my life 
and my family. The FBI agents who lis- 
tened to the tape and took a copy of it were 
quite pleased that they had “slam dunk” 
evidence to prosecute him for interstate 
phone threats, a federal crime. They were, 
no doubt, baffled later to find out that their 
superiors at DOJ decided not to do any- 
thing about it. 

The usual lenient treatment given by 
top-level government officials to prime ter- 
ror suspects doesn’t end there. Look at the 
case of Ali Mohamed, who is either one of 
the most brilliant triple agents in history, 
or a protected government asset and provo- 
cateur. The former Egyptian army captain 
was recruited by the CIA and brought to 
the United States, where he became a Spe- 
cial Forces advisor at Fort Bragg (training 
our Green Berets) and, later, an FBI un- 
dercover informant. For years he operated 
as al-Qaeda’s most important mole in the 
top levels of the U.S. military and intelli- 
gence communities, while simultaneously 
serving as Osama bin Laden’s chief of se- 
curity. While at Fort Bragg, Ali Mohamed 
trained the terrorists who carried out the 
first bombing of the World Trade Center 
in 1993. He also personally photographed 
the U.S. embassy in Kenya, taking the 
surveillance pictures that bin Laden used 
for the suicide bombing that killed 224 
and injured thousands in 1998. He twice 
escorted al-Qaeda’s second-in-command, 
Ayman al-Zawahiri, on clandestine fund- 
raising trips throughout the United States 
to raise money for Jihad. Along the way, 
many people in the military, law enforce- 
ment, and intelligence suspected Mo- 
hamed and tried to have him investigated 
and arrested. However, he was repeatedly 
protected by individuals in top positions in 
the Clinton administration. The incredible 
story of Ali Mohamed is told in stunning 
detail in Triple Cross by award-winning 
author and journalist Peter Lance. 

The case of David Coleman Headley, 
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currently at the center of a major terror- 
ism/intelligence coverup by the Obama 
administration, illustrates the deadly seri- 
ous ongoing problems in our intelligence 
agencies highlighted in the Ali Mohamed 
case. Headley (formerly known as Daood 
Sayed Gilani) has pled guilty to being a 
co-conspirator in the 2008 Mumbai Mas- 
sacre, a three-day terror spree of 10 co- 
ordinated shooting and bombing attacks 
carried out in Mumbai, India’s largest 
city. The attackers were members of the 
Lashkar-e-Taiba terrorist group and for- 
mer Pakistani military officers. Headley 
reportedly has admitted to scouting the 
locations for the attacks and providing the 
terrorists with video and GPS coordinates 
of the targeted areas. 

U.S. authorities arrested Headley, but 
they made a plea deal with him that takes 
a possible death sentence off the table and 
prevents his extradition to India — which 
is inexplicable, unless Headley is a U.S. 
government asset. A convicted heroin 
smuggler, Headley began working as an 
undercover asset for the federal Drug En- 
forcement Administration (DEA) in 1998. 
Was he still working for DEA while help- 
ing plan the Mumbai attacks, or had he 
been transferred to the CIA or another 
agency? The evidence made public thus 
far supports the suspicion that Headley 
could not have carried out his many trips 
and activities without at least the knowl- 
edge of U.S. agents. (For a more in-depth 
coverage of Headley/Gilani and the Mum- 
bai Massacre, see “Mumbai Terrorist Was 
U.S. Agent,” page 29.) 


AP Images 


Discredit From Within 
Then there are the agents provocateurs 
with no known ties to the U.S. govern- 
ment, but whose actions can only lead to 
an increase in government power. Recent- 
ly, a number of Democratic Party activ- 
ists have been exposed attempting to stage 
provocations that would discredit the Tea 
Party movement or Republican Party op- 
position. Here are a few examples: 

¢ Jason Levin. Founder of the sabotage 
campaign known as “Crash the Tea Party,” 
Levin is not as subtle as most agents pro- 
vocateurs. In the interest of causing more 
damage to the Tea Parties (as well as, per- 
haps, to boost his own ego), he attempt- 
ed to recruit fellow leftists nationwide 
to join in activities aimed at disrupting 
and discrediting the peaceful, patriotic 
groups. On his crashtheteaparty.org web- 
site (which has been taken down), Levin, 
a public school teacher in Beaverton, Or- 
egon, wrote: 


WHAT WE WANT: To dismantle and 
demolish the Tea Party by any means 
necessary. 

HOW WE WILL SUCCEED: By 
infiltrating the Tea Party itself!... 
Whenever possible we will act on 
behalf of the Tea Party in ways 
which exaggerate their least ap- 
pealing qualities (misspelled protest 
signs, wild claims in TV interviews, 
etc.) to further distance them from 
mainstream America and damage 
the public’s opinion of them. We 
will also use the inside information 
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that we have gained in order to dis- 
rupt and derail their plans. 


e Andrew Hendricks. Another provocateur 
who telegraphed his plans (though in con- 
siderably less detail than Levin) is New 
York City hotel exec Andrew Hendricks, 
who identified himself on his personal 
Twitter.com page as “A New York City 
Hotelier and Liberal Urban Writer.” He 
also called for “crashing the Boston Tea 
Party express in less than 24 hours.” 

¢ Kathy Sullivan. New Hampshire’s 
former Democratic State Party Chairman 
Kathy Sullivan has been leading the covert 
sabotage campaign in her state, reports 
NowHampshire.com. “Sullivan has been 
calling and e-mailing liberal activists try- 
ing to get them to attend tea parties in dif- 
ferent parts of the state and hold signs de- 
nying the authenticity of President Barack 
Obama’s birth certificate and make racial- 
ly disparaging comments to reporters,” the 
website claims. According to NowHamp- 
shire.com, a Democratic Party source told 
them Sullivan “is absolutely obsessed with 
painting the tea party people as racists.” 

¢ Maurice Schwenkler. In August 2009, 
as angry citizens converged on Town Hall 
meetings with members of Congress to 
express their opposition to ObamaCare 
and outrage over Wall Street bailouts, 
the Colorado Democratic Party decried 
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a vandalism attack at its Denver head- 
quarters. Two masked, hammer-wielding 
thugs smashed 11 windows and caused 
thousands of dollars in damage, then 
fled on bicycles. One of the perpetrators, 
however, was caught. He turned out to be 
Obama supporter Maurice Schwenkler, a 
Democrat Party activist and environmen- 
tal/transgender activist who had recently 
worked for the SEIU, one of Obama’s 
most supportive labor unions. Schwen- 
kler, who seems to have a penchant for 
violence and “direct action,” was also ar- 
rested in 2008 for attempting to disrupt 
the Republican National Convention. 
Nevertheless, Colorado Democratic Party 
Chair Pat Waak accused “people opposed 
to health care” for Schwenkler’s attack on 
the Democratic headquarters. 


Alinsky’s Disciples 

Saul Alinsky, the Chicago-based Marxist 
organizer and author of Rules for Radicals, 
suffered no compunctions regarding the 
use of agents provocateurs to discredit the 
opposition. Alinsky is the founding father 
of ACORN and dozens of other groups 
that provide thousands of activist foot sol- 
diers for left-wing causes. In his admiring 
biography of Alinsky, Let Them Call Me 
Rebel, Sanford D. Horwitt recounts the 
elder radical’s trip to Tulane University in 
1972, where students had sought his help 


to protest a speech by George H. W. Bush, 
who was then Nixon’s representative to 
the United Nations. According to Horwitt: 


The students told Alinsky they were 
thinking about picketing or disrupt- 
ing Bush’s address. That’s the wrong 
approach, he rejoined, not very cre- 
ative — and besides causing a dis- 
ruption might get them thrown out of 
school. He told them, instead, to go to 
hear the speech dressed as members 
of the Ku Klux Klan, and whenever 
Bush said something in defense of 
the Vietnam War, they should cheer 
and wave placards reading, “The 
KKK supports Bush.” And that is 
what they did, with very successful, 
attention-getting results. 


That was not the first, or last, time that a 
pseudo-KKK specter would be trotted out 
as a discrediting device. 

When state, county, and federal au- 
thorities conducted the famous raid on 
the secret Communist Party gathering at a 
farm near Bridgman, Michigan, in August 
1922, they captured many of Moscow’s 
top aboveground and underground agents, 
including one communist leader who was 
running a Klan organization for commu- 
nist purposes. That purpose was to polar- 
ize the races and create civil turmoil that 
the communists could exploit. 

Forty years later Sam Bowers, the Im- 
perial Wizard of the White Knights of the 
KKK of Mississippi, told FBI undercover 
informant Delmar Dennis that he had joined 
the Communist Party in California in 1947 
and that the purpose of his Klan agitation 
was to provide a pretext “for more and more 
control over Mississippi by Washington,” 
which Bowers admitted was a communist 
objective for America. Bowers was very 
likely one of the members of the Young 
Communist League (YCL) that staged a 
number of phony KKK incidents in Califor- 
nia in 1946-47 — including the burning of 
across in front of a Jewish fraternity house 
— to inflame racial animosities and win 
support for their favored candidates, who 
postured as pillars of virtue by denounc- 
ing the alleged Klan terrorism.With thou- 
sands of Alinsky disciples stretching from 
the Oval Office to ACORN offices, there is 
good reason to examine all inflammatory 
incidents as work of agents provocateur. 
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Senator Chris Dodd (D-Conn.), left, 
had little good to say about the 
s le 
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FINANGE REFORM 


The finance reform bill imposes new regulatory measures on many businesses, 
safeguards the Fed from being audited, and likely won't prevent financial instability. 


by Charles Scaliger 


ith a congressional battle brew- 
ing over what is being touted as 
the biggest attempt at financial 


regulatory reform since the Great Depres- 
sion, most pundits are predicting that, de- 
spite token Republican opposition, some 
version of the bill that originated with Sena- 
tor Chris Dodd’s Finance Committee will 
soon pass. Senate Republicans blocked the 
first attempt to bring the matter to a vote 
on April 19, but Democrats and the Obama 
administration vowed to continue to press 
wavering Republicans to support the bill. 
“Public sentiment was not working in 
favor of Republicans, as it did to some ex- 
tent during the health care debate,” wrote 
Jim Kuhnhenn of the Associated Press. 
“Public opinion is leaning toward more 
regulation of large financial institutions, 
and a Securities and Exchange Commis- 
sion lawsuit alleging fraud by Goldman 
Sachs has added the cloud of scandal to 
Wall Street.” Meanwhile, Republicans are 
working hard to ensure that the bill satis- 
fies their own constituencies; any notion 
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of opposing the bill on principle is not 
given serious consideration. According to 
Senator Mark Warner (D-Va.), speaking to 
the Christian Science Monitor, “I’ve never 
seen a bill that has had more bipartisan 
input than this legislation. We’re getting 
closer and closer.” 


Public Opinion and Public Policy 
Public opinion, ever the refuge of dema- 
gogues, is notoriously suspect in times of 
economic upheaval. Financial shocks like 
the great contraction of 2008-2009 produce 
more angst than any other political event 
besides war, stirring up powerful and often 
reflexive emotional responses rather than so- 
berly reasoned opinions among the general 
public. And, just as took place during the 
depths of the Great Depression, Americans 
— who are expressing support to pollsters 
for financial reform — are allowing them- 
selves to be emotionally exploited by politi- 
cians of both parties whose real agenda is to 
strengthen the control of the federal govern- 
ment over the market economy. 

The finance reform bill, which has 
been under preparation in the Senate for 


months but is only now attracting atten- 
tion as President Obama and his senatorial 
allies move it toward passage, differs not 
a whit in principle from previous attempts 
by Washington — dating as far back as 
Teddy Roosevelt’s antitrust legislation, 
and including the likes of the Glass-Stea- 
gall Act of 1933 and the Sarbanes-Oxley 
Act of 2002 — to vanquish various free- 
market hobgoblins by government regi- 
mentation. Although the advantages of 
the free market over a command economy 
have been demonstrated over and over, 
both in theory and in practice, the same 
pernicious falsehoods about capitalism 
persist: that it leads to large-scale misal- 
locations of capital, especially the unjust 
accumulation of wealth in fewer and fewer 
hands; that it is inherently volatile, lead- 
ing to periodic panics and recessions; and 
that it encourages dishonesty and secrecy 
among the wealthy and powerful. That it 
is in fact government intervention in the 
free market that is responsible for such 
things is not the sort of inconvenient truth 
that government itself, or its stable of kept 
journalists in the major news media, is 
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The bill now taking shape on Capitol Hill 
will, as investor and Senate candidate 
Peter Schiff has recently pointed out, 
“not only ... do nothing to prevent the 
[next] crisis, it will more than likely 


increase its severity.” 


likely to divulge. But the bill now taking 
shape on Capitol Hill will, as investor and 
Senate candidate Peter Schiff has recently 
pointed out, “not only ... do nothing to 
prevent the [next] crisis, it will more than 
likely increase its severity.” 

One of the aims of the new Senate leg- 
islation (already in excess of 1,300 pages) 
is to give the Treasury Department, FDIC, 
and Federal Reserve so-called “resolution 
authority” for dealing with the insolvency 
of mega-financial institutions. The pur- 
pose of such an authority is entirely un- 
clear, since arbitration and winding down 
of the assets of insolvent institutions has 
traditionally been dealt with in bankruptcy 
courts. Giving these three government en- 
tities new authority to preside over bank- 
ruptcy proceedings would involve the ex- 
ecutive branch in what has previously been 
aresponsibility of the judicial branch. The 
motive behind such an executive branch 
resolution authority — as with much of 
the rest of the Dodd bill — seems trans- 
parent enough, however: the transfer of 
more power to the executive branch. Such 
a resolution authority could determine, of 
course, that a firm in question is too large 
or systemically important to be allowed to 
fail, and could give the color of legitimacy 
to future bailout measures. This, said Sen- 
ator Richard Shelby (R-Ala.), should not 
be a permissible outcome. “The message 
[of this legislation] should be unambigu- 
ously that nothing is too big to fail,” the 
Senator said on Meet the Press. 

The bill also provides for the creation 
of a new regulatory authority, the Bureau 
of Consumer Financial Protection, which 
would impose a welter of new burdens on 
all businesses that offer credit of one sort 
or another, including installment plans 
and layaways. The bill’s backers insist 
that the measure is only intended to target 
financial companies. But as John Berlau 
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of the Competitive Enterprise 
Institute pointed out on Open- 
Market.org, “The bill’s defi- 
nition of ‘nonbank financial 
company’ is so broad that it 
could cover manufacturers 
only tangentially involved in 
extending credit, such as those 
that lease equipment to their 
customers. This would raise 
prices and cost Main Street 
jobs.” And U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce President Thomas Donahue, 
in an op-ed piece for the D.C. political 
journal The Hill, concurred: 


The proposed new consumer protec- 
tion regulator would be able to regu- 
late a merchant, retailer, doctor, pub- 
lic utility, or any other business that 
permits payment in more than four 
installments or assesses late fees. No 
wonder the first year’s budget for this 
new regulator is $410 million. 
Unlike the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion or the Securities and Exchange 
Commission or many other agen- 
cies, the proposed Bureau of Con- 
sumer Financial Protection would be 
headed by a single director without 
a bipartisan commission to provide 
necessary checks and balances. 


Once confirmed by the Senate, this 
director would report to no one and 
would have the authority to write and 
enforce new rules and decide how to 
spend his or her massive budget. In 
fact, the budget would automatically 
increase each year with no oversight 
by Congress, the president or, for that 
matter, anyone else. 


In other words, this bill — crafted by the 
powerful and well-connected — will like- 
ly end up barely inconveniencing the Wall 
Street plutocrats it ostensibly targets, and 
will instead inflict new burdens on Main 
Street. 


Prohibiting Plans to Audit the Fed 

One aspect of the Senate finance reform 
bill that has not attracted any mainstream 
media attention is its limitations on con- 
gressional power over the Federal Re- 
serve. In particular, the bill in its current 
form would overturn legislation, passed 
by the House late last year, that would 
give Congress the power and, indeed, the 
legal obligation, to audit the Fed. Repre- 
sentative Alan Grayson, a co-author (with 
Congressman Ron Paul) of House legis- 
lation to audit the Fed, told Zero Hedge, 
a news feed for options traders, that the 
Senate finance reform bill retains only a 


Morally challenged entity: Senior staff members at the Securities and Exchange Commission, 
which is supposed to monitor Wall Street for fraud and trade practices that threaten to destabilize 
the system, spent hours daily surfing pornographic websites instead of doing their work. 
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executive power in banking and likely mean large political donations to his campaign by Wall Streeters to maintain clout. 


few tepid remnants of authority to audit 
America’s central bank: 


The House bill grants the GAO the 
authority to audit the Fed, and then 
releases that information to Congress 
with a six-month delay, to prevent 
traders from gaming the system. 

The Senate version only allows 
the GAO to audit a certain part of the 
Federal Reserve, its emergency lend- 
ing facilities. The GAO already has 
some of that authority. Amazingly, 
the Senate version forces the GAO to 
withhold this information from the 
public, and Congress, for as long as 
the Federal Reserve chooses... 

The Senate language does not 
allow audits of the mortgage backed 
security purchase program, a $1.25 
trillion program that at this point 
comprises the bulk of the Fed’s bal- 
ance sheet. This program includes 
Freddie and Fannie backed debt. 

The Senate language does not 
allow audits of possible losses on 
foreign currency swap lines, of which 
there were more than $500 billion at 
the height of the crisis. This includes 
unlimited credit lines granted to cen- 
tral banks all over the world, solely 
through at [sic] the discretion of Fed- 
eral Reserve and without the input of 
any elected official or the State De- 
partment. 

The Senate language does not 
allow audits of open market opera- 
tions, where there is ample room for 
errors, market manipulation, and in- 
sider trading violations... 

In the Senate version, all audits 
must remain redacted. The GAO 
can’t even tell Congress to whom the 
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Fed is lending money, the amounts it 
is lending, or any details about collat- 
eral or assets held in connection with 
any credit facility. 


These and similar provisions limiting 
the power of Congress over the Fed to 
a few token competencies, are found in 
section 714 of the Senate bill, entitled 
“Audit of Financial Institutions Exami- 
nation Council.” In all likelihood, they 
constitute the real meat of the Dodd leg- 
islation, and may well be a major reason 
for the sudden urgency with which this 
bill is being peddled. Last year’s push 
to give Congress new ascendancy over 
the Federal Reserve constituted an unac- 
ceptable challenge to America’s financial 
and banking elites, which this bill is in- 
tended to answer. The Federal Reserve 
has managed to survive for almost 100 
years because of its — and its backers’ 
— insistence on absolute secrecy and 
freedom from any kind of public or pri- 
vate scrutiny. This condition — defended 
as “independence” — is responsible for 
public ignorance of the Federal Reserve 
and how it manipulates the money supply 
to the advantage of the big banks, the fi- 
nancially well-connected, and, of course, 
the political class. 

Open market operations, for example, 
are the Fed’s (and other central banks’) 
major tool for inflating the money supply 
— yet according to the new Senate finance 
bill, these operations would remain off 
limits to congressional scrutiny. So like- 
wise with the operation of foreign curren- 
cy swap lines, for which greater transpar- 
ency — one might suppose — would be 
invaluable to Americans concerned about 
the eroding value of the dollar. Yet all of 
the critical operations and so-called assets 


of the Federal Reserve would remain dis- 
creetly shielded from the eyes of Congress 
and the public, ensuring a continuation of 
business as usual at the Fed. 

Among other provisions in the bill are 
measures to ensure the future regulatory 
scrutiny of hedge funds and derivatives 
trading and to limit the size of commer- 
cial bank assets relative to 10 percent of 
the size of the aggregate of FDIC-insured 
assets (the so-called “Volcker rule”). Such 
measures are largely only stopgaps to rem- 
edy ills encouraged by previous regulatory 
“loopholes,” and all of them are directed 
at the private, not the public sector — de- 
spite the fact that malfeasance at the likes 
of Freddie Mac and Fannie Mae (not to 
mention the Federal Reserve) were pri- 
marily responsible for creating the moral 
hazard that led to the great asset bubble of 
the eighties and nineties and its multistage 
collapse. 

The Senate finance reform bill, like its 
sister legislation already passed by the 
House, will both consolidate the power 
of the privileged few over the disenfran- 
chised many and hurl more wrenches into 
the already grinding cogs of the machin- 
ery of the free market. Of all the sophisms 
in circulation after the collapse of 2008, 
the most infuriating is the assigning of 
blame to the free market, when it was in 
fact government — the Federal Reserve, 
the Treasury Department, Fannie Mae, 
Freddie Mac, the Community Reinvest- 
ment Act and other banking regulations, 
and so forth — that was and is to blame. 
If the American people now allow the 
very government that gave us the Great 
Recession to assign the blame to the free 
market, we will ensure that the wolves 
guarding the sheepfold will continue to 
have full bellies. 
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‘AT&T was purchased by SBC in 2005. 


As the FCC looks to regulate the Internet — because, we're told, deregulation doesn’t 
work — it pays to review past government involvement in the communications industry. 


by Bob Adelmann 


en years into the 20th century, the 
United States citizenry were still 
enjoying the afterglow of a re- 
markable generation of economic growth, 
innovation, and expansion. Popular in- 
terests consisted of going to the movies, 
doing the Tango, and reading the Satur- 
day Evening Post. A hands-off President, 
William Howard Taft, was in the White 
House, and people were enjoying clever 
inventions such as traffic lights, the refrig- 
erator, and the telephone. 

Alexander Graham Bell patented the 
telephone on March 7, 1876, but initially 
it was considered no more than a passing 
novelty. In fact, Western Union passed up 
the opportunity to purchase the Bell pat- 
ents for $100,000. But when those patents 
held by American Telephone and Tele- 
graph Company expired in 1894, compe- 
tition entered the market and the availabil- 
ity of telephone service and the number 
of telephones exploded. The telephone 
moved from novelty to necessity. Accord- 
ing to Adam Thierer of the Cato Institute, 
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there were, at the time, more than 3,000 
telephone companies vying for customers. 
Author G. W. Brock, in his book The Tele- 
communications Industry, pointed out the 
difference competition made: 


After seventeen years of monopoly 
[thanks to the patents held by AT&T 
from 1877 - 1894], the United States 
had a limited telephone system of 
270,000 phones [mostly concentrat- 
ed] in the centers of the cities, with 
service generally unavailable in the 
outlying areas. After thirteen years of 
competition [1907], the United States 
had an extensive system of six million 
telephones, almost evenly divided be- 
tween Bell and [its competitors], with 
service available practically anywhere 
in the country. [Emphasis added.] 


Writing in The New Telecommunications 
Industry, authors Leonard Hyman, Richard 
Toole, and Rosemary Avellis concluded 
that “competition helped to expand the 
market, bring down costs, and lower prices 
to consumers.” Because of the negative 


impact upon AT&T by its competitors, the 
president of AT&T, Theodore Newton Vail, 
changed the focus of the company from 
competition to consolidation. As noted by 
Thierer, “Vail’s most important goals upon 
taking over AT&T were the elimination 
of competitors, the befriending of policy- 
makers and regulators, and the expansion 
of telephone service to the general public.” 
Vail’s belief in the superiority of a single 
monopolistic system was reflected in the 
company’s new corporate slogan, “One Pol- 
icy, One System, Universal Service.” In the 
company’s 1910 annual report, Vail wrote: 


It is believed that the telephone sys- 
tem should be universal, interde- 
pendent and intercommunicating, 
affording opportunity for any sub- 
scriber of any exchange to commu- 
nicate with any other subscriber of 
any other exchange.... It is believed 
that some sort of a connection with 
the telephone system should be 
within reach of all.... 

It is not believed that this can be ac- 
complished by separately controlled 
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Cruising for customers: Verizon was one of the Baby Bells that was created by the breakup of 
AT&T’s monopoly. The breakup of the monopoly led to better service and lower costs to consumers. 


or distinct systems nor that there can 
be competition in the accepted sense 
of competition.... [Emphasis added. ] 

It is believed that all this can be 
accomplished to the reasonable sat- 
isfaction of the public with its ac- 
quiescence, under such control and 
regulation as will afford the public 
much better service at less cost than 
any competition or government- 
owned monopoly could permanently 
afford.... [Emphasis added.] 

Effective, aggressive competition 
and regulation and control are incon- 
sistent with each other, and cannot be 
had at the same time. 


Author R.H.K. Vietor, writing in Con- 
trived Competition, said, “Vail chose at 
this time to put AT&T squarely behind 
government regulation, as the quid pro 


The FCC’s powers included the power 


to regulate rates and restrict entry 


by competitors, all in the name of 
preventing “wasteful duplication” and 
“unneeded competition.” 
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quo for avoiding competition. This was 
the only politically acceptable way for 
AT&T to monopolize telephony.” In fact, 
without government regulations eliminat- 
ing the competition, the reinstitution of 
the AT&T monopoly would have been 
impossible. The Kingsbury Commitment 
(named for one of Vail’s employees) was 
an agreement with the Attorney General 
and the Interstate Commerce Commission 
in 1913 that essentially codified the play- 
ing field which allowed AT&T to regain 
monopoly control of the industry. 

In 1934, the power to regulate the tele- 
phone industry under the ICC was trans- 
ferred to the new Federal Communications 
Commission. Enacted by the Roosevelt 
Revolution during the Great Depression, 
the Communications Act of 1934 created 
the FCC “for the purpose of regulating 
interstate and foreign commerce in com- 
munication by wire and radio so 
as to make available, so far as 
possible, to all the people of the 
United States a rapid, efficient, 
nation-wide, and world-wide wire 
and radio communication service 
with adequate facilities at reason- 
able charges.” In other words, ac- 
cording to Thierer, “every Ameri- 
can was henceforth found to be 


entitled to the right to telephone service, 
specifically cheap telephone service.” The 
FCC’s powers included the power to regu- 
late rates and restrict entry by competitors, 
all in the name of preventing “wasteful du- 
plication” and “unneeded competition.” 


The Breakup 

At the time of the Bell system breakup in 
1984, the monopoly advantages enjoyed 
by the company (which were wrongly at- 
tributed to the free market, not government 
favoritism) had created an economic behe- 
moth with $150 billion in assets, $70 bil- 
lion in revenues, and a million employees. 
The Justice Department had determined 
that the company had grown too big, how- 
ever, and filed suit under the Sherman 
Antitrust Act in 1974. The case, United 
States v. AT&T, was settled by a consent 
decree in January 1982, under which the 
company agreed to give up its 22 local 
exchange service companies, but keep its 
interests in Bell Labs and Western Elec- 
tric. The 22 companies were divided into 
seven independent Regional Bell Operat- 
ing Companies, RBOCs, or “Baby Bells.” 
AT&T continued to operate its long-dis- 
tance services. 

At the time it appeared that although the 
company was less than half its former size, 
it had retained three very profitable busi- 
nesses. Bell Labs was the world’s fore- 
most research and development operation. 
Its scientists had won seven Nobel Prizes, 
and it was responsible for the development 
of the transistor, the laser, the semiconduc- 
tor, and the microchip. AT&T’s long-dis- 
tance service was highly profitable, and its 
Western Electric facility employed thou- 
sands of people making handsets. 

But the competition that AT&T had 
been successfully avoiding for so many 
years very quickly took its toll on a com- 
pany not used to competition. AT&T’s 
Computer Systems venture failed; its 
purchase of NCR was a notable failure as 
well; and Bell Labs and Western Electric 
were sold to Lucent. The Western Electric 
manufacturing plant was eventually closed 
in the face of foreign competition. AT&T 
wound up being purchased by one of the 
RBOCs, Southwestern Bell, now SBC 
Communications, in 2005. 

In the midst of “Ma Bell’s” troubles 
came the Telecommunications Act (TCA) 
of 1996, which was designed to open up 
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the long-distance telephone service mar- 
kets that had been closed to competitors 
since the consent decree. The act also 
forced incumbents to allow newcomers 
to enter their markets by giving them ac- 
cess to their own infrastructure, which was 
meant to allow competition. But the TCA 
didn’t lead to multiple companies working 
to improve existing long-distance service. 
What the TCA did, instead, was allow the 
free market to provide lower rates and bet- 
ter service to customers while resulting in 
the consolidation of the seven Baby Bells 
to the point now where there are essentially 
only two competing companies providing 
traditional hard-wire, plain old telephone 
service (POTS): AT&T and Verizon. 

Because regulations and regulators are 
always behind the technological curve, 
while the government was looking toward 
expanding the competitive market in the 
area of POTS, entrepreneurs were innovat- 
ing and moving in a different direction. As 
Mary Bennett Peterson noted in her book 
The Regulated Consumer, such a regulatory 
disconnect is commonplace: The “widen- 
ing gap between the normative world of the 
regulator and the real world of the regulated 
industry [has always been] a problem [ever] 
since 1887, the year of the birth of the ICC.” 

While government was regulating the 
“communications” industry, entrepreneurs 
were taking advantage of unregulated 
Wi-Fi bandwidth to connect to the Internet 
wirelessly and develop new information 
systems that could also be used as com- 
munications services and could be used to 
take the place of land lines. Michael Pow- 
ell, former chairman of the FCC, noted 
that his agency “made an interesting error 
[sic] many years ago and issued the unli- 
censed [Wi-Fi] band because they thought 
the spectrum was junk ... suddenly people 
were bringing very interesting products to 
consumers at very low cost.” 

The “inter-modal” competition that 
subsequently developed (such as wireless 
service, VoIP, and IP video) now means 
that communications service providers 
must compete with informational service 
providers, causing regulatory headaches 
for the FCC and leaving them once again 
behind the curve. 

In January, AT&T and Verizon joined 
together in a statement to the FCC pre- 
dicting the imminent demise of Ma Bell’s 
classic telephone network. In their 30- 
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Hello wireless, goodbye wired: New products are condemning wired service to a slow death. 


page commentary, AT&T says that “with 
each passing day, more and more commu- 
nications services migrate to broadband 
and Internet Protocol (IP)-based services, 
leaving the public switched telephone 
network [PSTN] and plain-old telephone 
service as relics of a by-gone era.” The 
statement explained: 


While broadband usage — and the 
importance of broadband to Ameri- 
cans’ lives — is growing every day, 
the business model for legacy phone 
services is in a death spiral. Revenues 
from POTS are plummeting as cus- 
tomers cut their landlines in favor 
of the convenience and advanced 
features of wireless and VoIP ser- 
vices. At the same time, due to the 
high costs of providing POTS, every 
customer who abandons this service 
raises the average cost-per-line to 
serve the remaining customers [as 
required under the FCC’s rules]. With 
an outdated product, falling revenues, 
and rising costs, the POTS business is 
unsustainable. 


AT&T and Verizon are undoubtedly cor- 
rect. Craig Moffett from Bernstein Re- 
search estimates that nearly one million 
phone lines are being disconnected every 
month. AT&T itself estimates that total 
industry revenue for basic wired phone 
service has dropped from $178 billion in 
2000 to $130 billion in 2007, and contin- 
ues to decline. 


Enter the Internet 

The big problem now plaguing AT&T 
is the Internet. In 2009, it was estimated 
that one-quarter of the entire world’s 
population is connected via the Internet. 
Interestingly, the Internet has no central- 
ized governance in either technological 
implementation or policies for access and 
usage — each constituent network sets its 
own standards. The only real regulatory 
power over the Internet is held by non- 
profit organizations of loosely affiliated 
international participants that anyone may 
associate with simply by contributing their 
own expertise: the Internet Corporation for 
Assigned Names and Numbers (ICANN) 
and the Internet Engineering Task Force 
(IETF). ICANN is the maintainer organi- 
zation, while the technical underpinning 
and standardization of the core protocols 
are the responsibility of the IETF. In other 
words, the Internet is a free market. The 
size and the growth rate of this medium, 
as estimated by AT&T Labs and Internet 
World Stats, may be safely attributed to 
the lack of central administration. As 
Wikipedia summarizes, this “allows or- 
ganic growth of the network [and] encour- 
ages vendor interoperability and prevents 
any one company from exerting too much 
control over the network.” 

This lack of control is currently driving 
the FCC in its quest to regulate this me- 
dium. For people with a statist mentality 
who feel that the government must protect 
the people, the absence of central control 
and the benevolent hand of government is 
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Protector or pretender: Even though the usefulness and utility of the Internet has burgeoned 
without a government watchdog, the FCC wants to regulate it — for our own good, of course. 


a recipe for failure or abuse. As Ronald 
Reagan put it of the statist mentality: “Tf it 
moves, tax it. If it keeps moving, regulate 
it. And if it stops moving, subsidize it.” 

Statist commentators want the FCC 
to step up the regulation of the Internet, 
despite a recent court ruling prevent- 
ing it from doing just that. According to 
the New York Times, “It is untenable for 
the United States not to have a regula- 
tor to ensure nondiscriminatory access, 
guarantee interconnectivity among rival 
networks and protect consumers from 
potential abuse.” It is clear that to stat- 
ists no roadblock should stand in the way 
of ever-increasing government regulatory 
powers — not even court orders against 
assuming such powers. 

So that the FCC can become the Inter- 
net regulator despite a court order against 
it, the author of the New York Times’ article 
suggests brushing aside the court order by 
changing official definitions regarding the 
Internet to define it so that the Internet is a 
“communications” venue: “The Commis- 
sion has the tools to fix this problem. It can 
... [re]define broadband Internet access 
[from an information service] to a com- 
munications service, like a phone compa- 
ny, over which the commission has indis- 
putable authority.” The writer concludes: 
“Broadband access is probably the most 
important communication service of our 
time. One that needs a robust regulator.” 
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Though it is likely the FCC will fol- 
low a path similar to that suggested by 
the New York Times, some influential peo- 
ple are pointing out both the fallacy that 
government regulations improve service 
and the errant belief that better service is 
what the regulations are intended to ac- 
complish. Michael Powell, former FCC 
chairman, responded to this incessant 
drumbeat for more regulation in a pre- 
sentation he made at the Freedom Forum 
in Arlington, Virginia, in 1998. He said, 
“There are only three branches of gov- 
ernment set out in the Constitution, and 
we are not one of them.... Technology 
makes ever more efficient use of spec- 
trum. Broadcast channels are continu- 
ally increasing. Cable [and the] internet 
provide an untold number of outlets for 
free speech. We must admit to these reali- 
ties and quit subverting the Constitution 
in order for the government to be free to 
impose its speech preferences on the pub- 
lic.” In another speech, this one before 
the Media Institute, Powell said, “One is 
left with the undeniable conclusion that 
the government has been engaged for too 
long in willful denial in order to subvert 
the Constitution so that it can impose its 
speech preferences on the public — ex- 
actly the sort of infringement of individ- 
ual freedom the Constitution was master- 
fully designed to prevent.” In an interview 
with Reason magazine, Powell points out 


that “every day the Internet becomes an 
increasingly effective tool for democracy 
[sic] and political organization.” 

If regulations on the Internet are put in 
place, they will fall under the purview of 
people like Mark Lloyd, the chief diversity 
officer of the FCC who complained that 
he was the target of attacks from the “vast 
right-wing conspiracy,” namely, blogs, 
Facebook, Twitter, and other Internet-en- 
abled communication users. 

Increasing numbers of Americans seem 
to realize that Powell is correct about the 
intent of the regulation: to control free 
speech. According to a recent Rasmus- 
sen poll, 53 percent of Americans oppose 
FCC regulation of the Internet, and among 
those who use the Internet every or nearly 
every day, opposition to FCC regulation 
rises to 63 percent. 

What intended or unintended impact 
will the regulations have if enacted? Con- 
sider again the impact of the consent de- 
cree in 1982. As author Tara Seals notes: 
“Ma Bell gave birth to seven regional Baby 
Bells in 1984, and the good news is that an 
era of competitive innovation began that 
eclipsed the sum total of the previous 108 
years since Alexander Graham Bell com- 
pleted the first telephone call [including]: 
mobile wireless voice, fiber optics, micro- 
processors, IPTV and IP video, VoIP, back 
office and equipment vendor landscapes 
that are light-years ahead, Wi-Fi, increas- 
ing demand for wireless broadband, and 
mobile broadband services and products 
like the new [Pad from Apple.” 

Robert Crandall of the Brookings Insti- 
tute, taking a slightly different tack, says, 
“The world that existed in 1984 no longer 
exists because of [these] changes in tech- 
nology. The [FCC] had originally wanted to 
set up long-distance companies that would 
have provided us with lower long-distance 
rates. But separate long-distance compa- 
nies are simply not viable now because of 
the advent of wireless and VoIP.... Whether 
we could have gotten to this place today 
without breaking up AT&T is an interesting 
question, but it’s largely irrelevant.’ What 
is still very much relevant is the continu- 
ing and never-ending battle between the 
regulators who want to control freedom of 
speech and the increasing number of free 
citizens who understand and support their 
right to freedom of speech guaranteed to 
them under the First Amendment. Hf 
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Terrorists rampaged 
through Mumbai, 

India, in late 2008 with 
automatic weapons and 
grenades for three days, 
murdering everybody 

in sight as outgunned 
police barricaded 
themselves inside their 
stations. 


a 


¢ a Ow i= 


ne 


: EN 
by teh 
41 @) 


o> Se | ‘Sa 


Mumbai Terrorist Was U.S. Asset 


Terrorists attacked Mumbai, India in 2008, killing over 160 people. Presently in U.S. hands 
is one of the planners of the attack, whom the United States won't extradite to India. 


by Alex Newman 


fter terrorist conspirator and 
A “former” U.S. government asset 

David Coleman Headley received 
promises of leniency and extradition pro- 
tection from American prosecutors for his 
role in the 2008 Mumbai massacre, specu- 
lation about his true masters was set ablaze 
as outrage erupted across India. 

The Mumbai massacre began on No- 
vember 26, 2008, when a team of attack- 
ers struck the Indian city using automatic 
weapons, grenades, and various explosive 
devices. The murderous rampage went on 
for three days as outgunned police officers 
cowered in their stations while unarmed 
innocents were mowed down throughout 
the bustling metropolis. Estimates vary, 
but over 160 people were killed, including 
the anti-terror chief. Hundreds more were 
injured. 

News reports of the events varied 
widely and often contradicted each other. 
The whole tragedy still remains shrouded 
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in mystery. But despite unanswered ques- 
tions and rampant theorizing, more con- 
crete details about the attack began com- 
ing to light after Headley was arrested in 
Chicago late last year. Headley, a former 
Drug Enforcement Administration infor- 
mant and the son of a Pakistani diplomat, 
pled guilty to various criminal charges 
on March 18 of this year in connection 
with his terrorist activities in India, Paki- 
stan, and Denmark. The American agent- 
turned-terrorist is reportedly “cooperat- 
ing” with investigators. 

In exchange, the U.S. government 
vowed not to hand him over to foreign 
authorities or subject him to trial. Pros- 
ecutors also agreed not to seek the death 
penalty, and he may not even serve a life 
sentence. Links to U.S. intelligence agen- 
cies will remain classified and no evidence 
will be preserved. His guilty plea also en- 
sures that there will be no drawn-out trial 
that could publicly reveal any relation- 
ships with various government “security” 
outfits — most notably, the CIA-linked 


Pakistani Inter-Services Intelligence (ISD. 

Headley admitted in the plea bargain 
that he helped plan the bloody Mumbai 
massacre by conducting surveillance, se- 
lecting targets, gathering GPS coordinates 
for the terrorist team’s boat landing along 
the coast, and much more. In an unrelated 
plot, he also helped plan an attack on a 
Danish cartoonist who supposedly insult- 
ed Islam. And while the FBI was given 
almost 10 hours to question the only al- 
leged surviving attacker in India, a team 
of Indian investigators who traveled to the 
United States to interrogate Headley was 
turned away empty-handed. 

Even before the plea agreement, In- 
dian officials were already investigating 
Headley’s suspected ties to various gov- 
ernments. “India is looking into whether 
Headley worked as a double agent,” said 
a spokesman for the Home Ministry cited 
by the Agence France-Presse in December 
of 2009. And suspicions have only grown 
with recent developments. 

News of Headley’s astounding deal and 
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Former DEA informant David Coleman Headley admitted to helping plot the Mumbai terror attack 
in a controversial plea deal that sparked outrage in India and increased suspicions of his links to 


various governments. 


the lack of American cooperation imme- 
diately sparked fury and despair in India, 
especially since the United States is re- 
portedly bound by treaty to surrender him 
to Indian authorities. It also fueled more 
accusations in the media that Headley may 
have still been linked to the American and/ 
or Pakistani governments in some capacity 
when he undertook his terrorist activities. 
After all, he began his terrorist training 
around the time that he was working for 
the U.S. government. The connections, 
however, still remain murky. 


The Intelligence Connections 

The terrorist group he was known to be 
trained by and affiliated with — the ISI- 
linked Pakistani Lashkar-e-Taiba — has 
been officially declared to blame for the 
devastating 2008 attack. But closer scru- 
tiny of the organization reveals more to the 


It turns out that the terrorist group 
was actually created with the help of 


Pakistan’s secret services, which in turn 
have documented ties to the American 
CIA and other U.S. government agencies. 
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saga than meets the eye. It turns out that 
the terrorist group was actually created 
with the help of Pakistan’s secret services, 
which in turn have documented ties to the 
American CIA and other U.S. government 
agencies. 

Former ISI boss Hamid Gul rebuffed 
accusations of Pakistani government in- 
volvement, saying no legitimate evidence 
had been presented. He told CNN that the 
Mumbai terror attack was “obviously” an 
“inside job” — a term he also used to de- 
scribe the “neocon Zionist” September 11 
attacks. As an example of similar occur- 
rences, he cited a previous terror strike in 
India originally blamed on Muslims but 
later discovered to have been orchestrated 
by “Hindu extremists” with some govern- 
ment cooperation. But Indians, for the 
most part, do not see the Mumbai events 
in that light. 

“The LeT’s [Lashkar-e- 
Taiba’s] close links with 
Pakistan’s Inter-Services 
Intelligence (ISD) are legion 
and it is inconceivable that 
such a massive operation — 
with huge international ram- 
ifications and the potential 
to trigger war with India — 
could have been undertaken 


without the knowledge of the ISI, headed 
by General Ashfaq Parvez Kiani, the pres- 
ent army chief, from October 2004 until 
October 2007,” wrote M.K. Bhadrakumar, 
a former Indian ambassador who served in 
Pakistan, the Soviet Union, and Afghani- 
stan, among other assignments. 

Along with many prominent Indians, 
Bhadrakumar strongly condemned Head- 
ley’s plea agreement in the press. “The 
deal enables the US government to hold 
back from formally producing any evi- 
dence against Headley in a court of law 
that might have included details of his 
links with US intelligence,” he charged 
in an article for the Asia Times. “Head- 
ley’s links with the US intelligence will 
now remain classified information and the 
Pakistani nationals involved in the Mum- 
bai attacks will get away scot-free.” 

He also noted that the Obama admin- 
istration was “behaving very strangely” 
and that it had something “extremely ex- 
plosive” to hide. “The speculation gaining 
respectability in Delhi is that Washington 
knew in advance about the Mumbai attack 
and deliberately chose not to pass on de- 
tails to Delhi,” the ambassador noted in a 
piece entitled “A spy unsettles US-India 
ties.” “Clearly, the Obama administration 
was apprehensive that Headley might spill 
the beans if the Indians got hold of him 
and the trail could then lead to his links 
with the CIA, the LeT and the Pakistani 
military.” 

American analysts have reached similar 
conclusions. “Clearly [Headley] had been 
transferred over from the DEA to some 
other part of U.S. intelligence,” the Daily 
Beast’s chief investigative reporter, Ger- 
ald Posner, told India’s NDTV. He said it 
was impossible to know whether Headley 
went rogue or was continuing to serve his 
government masters, but that it was likely 
his handlers lost control. 

Headley’s involvement with the U.S. 
government began over a decade ago, 
after he was caught trafficking heroin. To 
reduce his sentence, the DEA convinced 
him to work as an undercover agent in 
Pakistan. And in exchange for his coop- 
eration, he only served two years instead 
of a possible 40. After 9/11, federal drug 
police worked closely with other govern- 
ment outfits, and were in fact required to 
share information under the Patriot Act. 
So anti-terror operations had to have been 
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— at the very least — aware of Headley’s 
activities. These facts have led Indians to 
conclude that he was in fact still working 
for American intelligence while planning 
the Mumbai massacre. 

“Many Indians are convinced that Mr. 
Headley is a CIA agent, perhaps gone 
rogue, and that the U.S. intransigence rep- 
resents an attempt to shield him and his 
past activities from scrutiny,” said writer 
Akash Kapur in a piece published by the 
New York Times. Another Times piece enti- 
tled “American Scout for Mumbai Attacks 
Was Jokingly Called ‘Agent Headley’ by 
Friends” points out that Indians who knew 
Headley had long suspected he worked for 
the CIA. 

“T had a hunch then and I have a hunch 
now that he was an American agent of 
some sort,” Headley’s Indian friend Rahul 
Bhatt told Britain’s Channel 4 News. “I 
nicknamed him Agent Headley. I thought, 
and I suggested to him, that he worked for 
the Central Intelligence Agency, and he 
used to not like it.” Apparently Headley 
even “begged” Bhatt to stop calling him 
“Agent Headley” in public. 

An important former Indian govern- 
ment and security official was blunt with 
his conclusions about Headley. “The mis- 
handling by the US is due to its anxiety 
to prevent a public admission of the US 
intelligence community’s links with him 
and to protect Pakistan from the legal con- 
sequences of its role in the 26/11 terrorist 
strikes,” noted security analyst Bahuku- 
tumbi Raman, a former top counterter- 
rorism official with India’s foreign intel- 
ligence service. 

“The plea bargain entered into by the 
FBI with Headley ... has created strong 
suspicions in India that the FBI wants to 
avoid a formal trial of Headley and was re- 
luctant to allow Indian investigators to in- 
terrogate him because Headley was a deep 
penetration agent of the US intelligence,” 
he added. Raman noted that Headley “was 
not a double agent, but a quadruple agent.” 
He also allowed for the possibility that 
Headley may have gone horribly “out of 
control.” 

Speculation about the U.S. agent- 
turned-terrorist continues to run rampant 
in the Indian press. But how much is really 
known? In court documents, Headley’s 
terrorist associates are referred to simply 
as A, B, C, and D. So the truth about his 
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Prominent analysts and government officials have suggested terrorist David Headley was 
transferred from the DEA to the CIA while working with the Pakistani-government-linked terror 
group allegedly responsible for the Mumbai attack. 


true handlers may never be known to the 
public. And while that is a veritable trag- 
edy, Americans, Indians, and Pakistanis 
must continue to seek the truth about this 
horrible event. The conspiracy theories re- 
main as varied as they are numerous, but 
the government secrecy and strange deals 
only serve to validate people’s suspicions 
that their governments are totally out of 
control and out of touch with the citizenry. 


Political Chess 

The Pakistani and Indian regimes have 
now moved their “proxy war” into U.S.- 
occupied Afghanistan, complicating mat- 
ters even further. Using terror and other 
methods, the governments’ secret services 
continue to wreak havoc while the truth 
about what is really going on remains 
hidden from average citizens. But there 
are several lessons to be learned from the 
Mumbai tragedy and its fallout. For the 
Indians: Be much more careful when “co- 
operating” with “allies.” Also, scrutinize 
your own government carefully — many 
of the theories surrounding the attack in- 
volve cooperation of at least some Indian 
officials. 

But even more importantly for India, the 
government must respect the right of the 
people to keep and bear arms. The terror- 
ists stormed through the city unhindered, 
slaughtering everyone in their path, for an 


unbelievable three days! Indian pacifist 
Mohandas Gandhi wrote in his autobi- 
ography: “Among the many misdeeds of 
the British rule in India, history will look 
upon the act of depriving a whole nation of 
arms, as the blackest.’” And still, decades 
after independence, the Indian govern- 
ment continues its counterproductive and 
dangerous policy of keeping law-abiding 
people disarmed, and therefore, easy tar- 
gets. As Benjamin Franklin warned and 
the tragic events in Mumbai prove, sur- 
rendering liberty for promises of security 
ultimately results in a loss of both. 

For Americans, there are serious im- 
plications too. If the federal government 
would stick to the Constitution and quit 
meddling in foreign nations, these sorts 
of issues would not even crop up. The 
anti-American animosity and suspicion 
built up around the world would not exist. 
“Blowback” would not threaten American 
citizens and interests around the world. 
And the billions of dollars saved could be 
returned to the citizenry. So for the sake 
of U.S. taxpayers, victims of terrorism 
around the world, and all of the casualties 
of the “war on terror,” it’s time for some 
serious changes in American foreign poli- 
cy. The people must hold the government 
accountable, or the tragic consequences — 
death, oppression, and confusion — will 
continue to mount. 
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The Elusive Mr. G 


“We just want to thank him. He’s so elu- 
sive,” Bettye Norrick, secretary of the 
Chandler United Methodist Church, told 
the April 14, 2010 Courier & Press of 
Evansville, Indiana. And he certainly is 
elusive. The good Samaritan known only 
as “Mr. G” has been clandestinely bless- 
ing people in the Evansville area for at 
least six years now, and has been able to 
remain anonymous all that time, in spite 
of having many of his exploits publicized 
by the paper. 

His latest random act of kindness was 
leaving $1,000 in an envelope stuck to the 
door of Norrick’s church. In a note accom- 
panying the offering, Mr. G said he left 
the money in response to the church’s sign 
advertising “Free Clothes.” The money 
will be used to support Chandler United’s 
clothing “boutique,” where they give away 
free clothing to those in need, as well as 
their food pantry. 

This is not the first time Mr. G has left 
money for a church. In February he left 
$5,000 in the mailbox of Rev. Donald 
Bernhardt, pastor of the Bethel United 
Church of Christ, with a note requesting 
that the church decide how to best use the 
money (with one small stipulation that 
some of the funds assist Haiti earthquake 
victims). Five thousand dollars is a lot of 
money, but this amount went even further 
than expected, as when Rev. Bernhardt 
shared the “surprise” with his parishioners 
they were challenged to match the dona- 
tion. The church decided to then share the 
$10,000 in donations equally with Haitian 
earthquake victims and four local charities. 

Mr. G’s first noted contribution oc- 
curred in 2004, following publication of 
the Courier’s annual Christmas “12 Days 
of Caring” series in which the paper de- 
tails 12 people or organizations in need. 
That year, Mr. G sent $2,600 to the paper 
to be distributed among the 12 recipi- 
ents, and each Christmas since then has 
sent thousands of dollars to the Courier 
& Press’s office to dole out to the needy. 
Last Christmas, he left $4,400. 

In September 2006, the anonymous al- 
truist gave $2,000 to the Komen Evansville 
Race for the Cure; several months earlier 
he had conferred $2,500 upon the Visiting 
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Nurse Association Hospice via the news- 
paper’s office. And when the paper ran 
a story in 2007 about Brandon Mayes, a 
nine-year-old boy fighting cancer, Mr. G 
provided more than “just” money (which 
he did bestow): He began an almost year- 
long mission to enable young Mayes to 
meet one of his heroes, an Indianapolis 
Colt. He succeeded not only in getting 
Brandon an autograph, but arranged for 
and treated Mayes to a breakfast with the 
team’s defensive captain, a day at a local 
theme park, and tickets to a Colts game in 
December 2008. 

Recipients of Mr. G’s generosity are nu- 
merous, and several have voiced gratitude 
over the years via the Courier & Press. 
But the elusive Mr. G doesn’t do what he 
does for thanks or recognition. Although 
the notes accompanying his donations 
usually give some insight into why he is 
so generous, perhaps the following state- 
ment shared with the paper in 2008 sums it 
up best: “Sometimes we have trouble real- 
izing or remembering everything we have 
is a short-term loan. Soon it will all go to 
someone else, whether they deserve it or 
not. It may be a good idea to give to those 
in need while you can see and enjoy the 
impact it has on them.” 


A Perfect REMEDY 


As noted in an earlier issue of this maga- 
zine, the Haiti earthquake motivated a 
huge outpouring of support, much of it 
medical. The April 21, 2010 Huffington 
Post reported that MedShare, a medical 
supply recycling program based in Atlan- 
ta, Georgia, has sent over 75 tons of medi- 
cal supplies to the small island country 
over the past few months. 

One of the sources of MedShare’s sup- 
plies is REMEDY, Recovered Medical 
Equipment for the Developing World. 
REMEDY was begun in 1991 by Dr. 
William Rosenblatt, an anesthesiology 
professor at Yale University School of 
Medicine. While participating in vari- 
ous volunteer medical missions in Latin 
America, Dr. Rosenblatt was impressed 
with the critical shortages of medical 
supplies and equipment in these poorer 
countries. He was already aware of the 


great waste in American operating rooms 
of these much-needed materials. “These 
surgical gloves, bandages and other items 
are sterile and well within the expiration 
date, but if they’ve been ordered into the 
operating room and aren’t used, they wind 
up in a landfill. Those are the rules,” he 
told the National Enquirer. These items, 
prepared for a medical procedure but not 
actually used, are considered nonsterile by 
the FDA and are required to be discarded. 
However, they are desperately needed and 
welcomed by other countries. 

Dr. Rosenblatt determined to rem- 
edy this situation by starting a network 
to collect these supplies and get them to 
overseas missions organizations such as 
MedShare. Hundreds of nurses, students, 
and other healthcare workers volunteer to 
collect the supplies, warehouse them, and 
then get them to a missions group. REM- 
EDY encourages each hospital to partner 
with local volunteer and community proj- 
ects, though if a hospital does not have 
a local charity to support, REMEDY as- 
sists in finding an organization. The mis- 
sions groups then distribute these supplies 
around the world, where they are so ap- 
preciated. 

As of the middle of 2006, REMEDY 
at Yale alone had recovered and donated 
more than 50 tons of medical supplies. 
Multiply that by the hundreds of hospitals 
participating in the program (well over 
600 nationally by 2009), and you can see 
the tremendous amount of materials these 
developing countries now have access to. 
REMEDY estimates on its website, www. 
remedyinc.org, that there are at least $200 
million worth of supplies discarded each 
year that could be recovered and used to 
save lives overseas. 

Not only does the REMEDY program 
provide much-needed, live-saving mate- 
rials to other countries, but it also helps 
reduce waste here at home. As Dr. Rosen- 
blatt told the Enquirer, ““We’re helping the 
ecology by reducing the amount of waste 
clogging landfills, we’re helping needy 
people in other countries — and hospitals 
and workers get to participate in true acts 
of kindness. It’s wonderful.” Indeed, what 
a perfect remedy! 

— LIANA STANLEY 
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When Cilician pirates attacked a major port of Rome, Gnaeus Pompeius Magnus — 


Pompey the Great — 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


grandfather patrolled the coasts of 

the Mediterranean searching for the 
distinctive gilded-stemmed masts of their 
lightweight vessels, pirates from Cili- 
cia (modern-day Cukorova, Turkey) had 
vexed Roman shipping lanes. 

The pirates brigandry was particularly 
irksome for generations of Roman political 
leaders because the peace and stability of 
the massive Roman populace depended on 
the free, uninterrupted movement of goods 
from the other parts of their vast empire. 
Without this crucial supply of commodi- 
ties, storehouses would empty, the people 
would go hungry, and riots would enflame 
the streets that run serpentine among the 
Seven Hills. 

In 68 B.C., the Cilician pirates ratch- 
eted their attacks on Roman interests up a 
notch. The bustling port at Ostia was their 
target. These brazen buccaneers sailed in 
and set the port on fire. The amber glow 
could be seen at night from the alleys and 
rooftops of Rome herself. The people were 
petrified with fear. 

Rampant fear followed news of the as- 
sault: fear of famine, fear of death, fear 
of unsafe passage along the now-ancient 
roads connecting Italy’s coasts, rich with 
the bounty of the world, to the teeming 
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interior, principally its capital — the 
Eternal City of Rome. 

The specter of privation and vicious 
terrorism so close to home inspired fright 
in the common man, and the frenzy was 
whipped up by none other than Aulus 
Gabinius, who reckoned the arc of his own 
position and ambition would be best served 
by hitching the wagon of his fortune to the 
star of Gnaeus Pompeius Magnus — Pom- 
pey the Great. He was not wrong. 

The historian Plutarch says of Pompey, 
“Never had any Roman the people’s good 
will and devotion more zealous ... than 
Pompey had.” Conscious of his popular- 
ity and the political capital it deposited 
in the account of his potential career as a 
politician, since his youth, Pompey, with 
single-mindedness, had sought for and ex- 
ploited every opportunity to expand both 
the sphere of his personal influence and 
the power it provided. The pirate attack on 
Ostia in 68 B.C. was a perfect pretext for 
aggrandizing himself and his power. 

As a result of Pompey’s masterful ma- 
nipulation of his fame, he was granted the 
supreme command of the Roman legions 
fighting in the Eastern Campaign. This 
war, formerly waged by Luculus, had one 
goal: to once and for all conquer Mithri- 
dates, Rome’s fiercest enemy. 

For his swift and sound victory over 
Mithridates in 66 B.C., Pompey enjoyed 


manipulated the fear of the people to acquire immense power. 


nearly universal exaltation, and he was 
praised as the protector of Rome and was 
awarded the agnomen, “Magnus,” or “the 
Great.” This historic triumph, as well as 
the crushing defeat of the Mediterranean 
pirates a couple of years prior, deposited 
immeasurable political capital in the ac- 
count of his potential career as a politician. 


Playing to the People 

Pompey was savvy enough to recognize that 
if he were to succeed in his plan to exercise 
unprecedented dominion over Rome and her 
people, he could not be seen as possessing 
the traits of a tyrant. Accordingly, Pompey 
acted through his allies and portrayed his as- 
sumption of the control of the treasury and 
armed forces of Rome as the mere reluctant 
acquiescence of a popular leader determined 
to not allow his people to live under the shad- 
ow of the threat of terrorism. 

Aulus Gabinius, who was elected in 68 
B.C. as tribune of the people primarily be- 
cause of his close association with Pompey, 
was among the many proxies Pompey skill- 
fully and willingly manipulated in order to 
build a temple of ultimate political power 
on a foundation of military triumph. The 
lower classes in Rome looked to Gabinius 
for a swift solution to the deprivations that 
accompanied the pirate threat. 

So constant and clamorous was the pub- 
lic outcry that Gabinius hardly had time 
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to wash and iron his purple-hemmed toga 
before his constituency was completely 
unsettled by the rampage at Ostia and the 
audacity of the attack on the centuries- 
old epicenter of Roman mercantilism. 
Simply put, the citizenry of the world’s 
wealthiest and most powerful nation were 
dumbfounded at how their elected officials 
could sit in stupor and permit a band of 
known criminals to pierce the protective 
veil of the Pax Romana and strike so vi- 
ciously at so crucial a trade center. 

The reliable news from Ostia recount- 
ed how the pirates sailed into the harbor, 
commandeered key government vessels, 
burned 19 government-owned ships, im- 
prisoned the crews thereof, and kidnapped 
two traveling Roman magistrates, Servili- 
us and Bellinus, who were on assignment 
by the Senate to monitor the transport of 
grain through Ostia. 

These pirates were a brash bunch. Their 
control of Mediterranean shipping lanes in 
spite of their small fleet made them more 
hated for their ostentation than feared for 
their strength. So emboldened by their 
success in striking a powerful blow at 
the heart of Roman trade and subduing 
the very representatives of the republic 
herself, the pirates set off walking up the 
well-maintained roads leading away from 
Ostia to continue pillaging and terrorizing 
the inland villages, as well. 

Upon learning that the pirates were 
marching with impunity toward their own 
back garden, the people of Rome outright 
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demanded that Gabinius and 
the Senate restore the safety 
of Italy. You can almost hear 
Pompey’s senatorial claque 
fomenting the fear as a ratio- 
nale for the legislative sanc- 
tion of a stronger, more ro- 
bust executive. This was the 
fortuitous event craved by the 
audacious Pompey. He would 
insist that the tribune Gabinius repay his 
patronage and appoint him, Pompey the 
Great, to be the savior of Rome. 

Gabinius dutifully obeyed his master’s 
voice and immediately proposed a bill 
in the Senate that would simultaneously 
quell the fears of the electorate; punish the 
perpetrators of this horrible, psychologi- 
cally intimidating attack on Rome’s here- 
tofore inviolable zone of safety; and pro- 
vide Pompey with an appropriate pretext 
for the “reluctant acceptance” of uncon- 
stitutional, irresponsible (but ostensibly 
necessary) sovereignty over all men. This 
was the bill known as the Lex Gabinia. 

After the terrorist attack on its trade 
center, the Roman people’s desperate en- 
treaty for peace at home and punishment 
of the foreign foe led them to accept pri- 
vations of personal liberty to a degree un- 
heard of in the annals of Rome’s republic. 
Sadly, the draconian solution offered by 
Gabinius and Pompey contained within it 
the seedbed for the destruction of the re- 
public and its centuries-old constitutional 
traditions of liberty. 


Pompey was savvy enough to recognize 
that if he were to succeed in his plan to 
exercise unprecedented dominion over 
Rome and her people, he could not be 


as possessing the traits of a tyrant. 


The Past Is Prologue 


Viewed in the light of our own recent ex- 
perience with the provocative assault of 
terrorists on the gleaming symbols of our 
unmatched economic might, the similari- 
ties between this little-known episode in 
Rome’s long history and our own situa- 
tion are all too evident. Our legislative 
response to the fear that swelled in the 
wake of the 9/11 attacks is eerily similar, 
as well. 

The Cilician pirates who sucker- 
punched Rome were not the armies of 
a foreign monarch. The known poten- 
tates of the world had been subdued 
by the armor-clad Roman legions. No 
nation would have been bold and reck- 
less enough to strike openly at the heart 
of Roman hegemony. No, these pirates 
were united only by a common delight 


Under pressure from the citizens of Rome, 
Tribunes and Senators pleaded with Rome’s 
most successful general to accept the role 

of dictator. Despite feigning disinterest, an 
audacious Pompey the Great happily obliged. 
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in tormenting infidels and menacing their 
peace and stability. Their central plan- 
ning was but loosely tied together. 

Likewise, al-Qaeda is a widely dis- 
persed coterie of terrorists conspiring to 
destroy the peace of the West and inflict 
fear and indiscriminate death on civilians 
in an effort to penetrate the formerly im- 
penetrable. 

Romans in the century before Christ’s 
birth were paralyzed with fear and shook 
their heads in disbelief that there had been 
such a severe and successful repeal of the 
immunity from such horrors they pre- 
sumed they enjoyed. 

Since the birth of the republic, the 
Roman law had developed an intricate sys- 
tem of checks and balances and separation 
of powers that prevented the accumulation 
of legislative and executive powers into the 
hands of one man or body of men. Co-con- 
suls exercised executive power and were 
kept accountable to the Roman electorate 
through annual elections. The freemen of 
Rome enjoyed a panoply of rights and priv- 
ileges that was the envy of the world. The 
mere invocation of Roman citizenship was 
sufficient to safeguard the Roman from 
harassment throughout the known world. 
That was until the hysteria that ensued after 
the attack on Ostia compelled Romans to 
trade their ancient rights in exchange for 
the illusory promise of safety. 

Pompey let no grass grow under his 
feet. He set out immediately to restore the 
peace, flush with the extraordinary en- 
dowment of unbounded command of the 
Roman treasury and military. His domin- 
ion extended to land and sea and his word 
was the unappealable law. His war on ter- 
ror had begun and the first casualty was 
the sacred rights of Rome. 

Pompey took three months to subdue the 
pirates. That surprising alacrity, even from 
a general as experienced as Pompey, elic- 
ited questions from all corners as to how 
such a potent and pernicious threat could 
be abolished so quickly. Had the people 
been misled by their leaders as to the size 
and seriousness of the pirate menace? 

Unfortunately, the time for debate was 
passed, and no man as ambitious as Pom- 
pey would ever relinquish the powers he 
was so obsequiously ceded by the Roman 
people in the days and weeks after the at- 
tack on Ostia. In a rush for protection, un- 
heralded authority was granted to Pompey 
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The Lex Gabinia passed by Roman legislators placed supreme legislative, judicial, executive, and 
military powers in the hands of one man. Fear of terrorism precipitated the decline of the Roman 


republic, erecting in its place an autocratic empire. 


as the voices of dissenters in the Forum 
and the Senate were denounced as soft on 
terror and unpatriotic. Notably, fearing the 
proposed unitary concentration of power 
and the destruction that would result there- 
from, Roscius, the Roman Senator, stood 
during the debate and pointed to Pompey 
and pleaded, “Not him alone.” Fatefully, 
Roscius’s warning went unheeded. 

Predictably, Pompey did not return to 
Rome after vanquishing the pirates and 
surrender the sword of power to the su- 
preme sovereigns, the people and Senate 
of Rome. Instead, he marched from na- 
tion to nation for nearly a decade, enrich- 
ing himself with the spoils of war. Pompey 
consumed one petty tyrant after another 
until his own kingdom encompassed near- 
ly the entire Middle East and his influence 
was untenable and unmatched. 

As Americans we are the heirs of the 
self-government and liberty practiced by 
our Roman forebears. We stand now and 
survey the relics, recognizing the woeful 
writing on those marble walls. We, too, 
anxious for retribution and the speedy 
resumption of our “everyday lives,” sacri- 
ficed our sacred individual rights and priv- 
ileges of liberty on the altar of absolutism 
erected in the days after 9/11. 

Nearly a decade later we continue de- 
bating the suspension of habeus corpus 
rights to detainees still held at the Guan- 
tanamo Bay prison. We have acquiesced 
in the Senate’s vague defining of “torture” 


and who qualifies as an “enemy combat- 
ant” and is thus unworthy of the protection 
of the civil liberties enshrined in our own 
Constitution. Just as the noble and free 
Romans before us, we have succumbed 
to the false frenzy exacerbated by many 
elected to serve us and have now tacitly 
empowered them to be our masters. 

There is yet time to learn from the mis- 
takes and misguided compromises that 
followed the pirate attack on Ostia and set 
in motion the gears that ground the Roman 
constitution to dust. We retain the ballot 
and with it we can elect men and women 
committed to preserving and protect- 
ing the Constitution and the sovereignty 
of the citizens of our own Republic. The 
laws passed in reaction to the attack on 
the Trade Towers and the Pentagon may 
be repealed and the heretofore insupera- 
ble walls separating the three branches of 
government and confining the enumerated 
powers thereof may be rebuilt. We must 
leave the path trod by the noble Romans 
and not allow any President or Congress 
to propose and pass laws that fatally erode 
the very palladium of liberty they pretend 
to protect. 

When it comes to the continuing con- 
solidation of executive and legislative 
power into the hands of one man and the 
consistent and haughty disregard for the 
fetters of the Constitution, we must stand 
as Roscius and steadfastly declare, “Not 
him alone!” 
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Concealed Carry on 


Campus Wins in Court 


On April 15, the Colorado Court of Ap- 
peals ruled in favor of concealed carry on 
the campus of the University of Colorado, 
according to the Denver Post. The univer- 
sity’s Board of Regents had adopted a ban 
on all guns on campus. In 2003, however, 
the state passed a Concealed Carry Act 
(CCA) that prohibited local governments 
from limiting concealed carry rights. Stu- 
dents for Concealed Carry on Campus 
(SCCC), a gun-rights advocacy group, and 
a few others sued the University of Colo- 
rado in court, alleging that the university’s 
gun policy was in violation of the CCA, 
and the appeals court agreed. 

The appeals court held that the universi- 
ty did not have the authority to bar the law- 
ful carrying of guns on campus and that 
the legislature specifically intended the 
act to apply everywhere, with a few statu- 
tory exceptions, such as K-12 schools. 
In the opinion of the court, Judge Robert 
Hawthorne wrote: “The statute’s plain lan- 
guage applies to ‘all areas of the state’ and 
does not specify public universities in its 
list of exceptions.... Had the legislature in- 
tended to exempt universities, it knew how 
to do so.” 

Rocky Mountain Legal Foundation at- 
torney Jim Manley, who represented the 
plaintiffs including SCCC, told the media 
that the ruling was “a real victory for in- 
dividual freedom.... Any campus gun ban 
has to be revisited and repealed in light of 
this court decision.” 


Samurai Robber 


Newson6.com out of Tulsa, Oklahoma, 
reported that on April 1 a homeowner suc- 
cessfully defended himself from an intruder 
armed with a samurai sword. It all went 
down just after 10 p.m. The couple who 
lived in the home had just returned when 
they heard a noise in the master bedroom. 
The male homeowner walked into the bed- 
room and saw a burglar armed with the 
homeowner’s samurai sword. Confronted, 
the sword-wielding burglar charged at the 
man. Luckily for the homeowner, he had 
his pistol on him, and he fired at the at- 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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tacker, striking him twice in the chest. De- 
tectives found the alleged attacker’s lifeless 
body lying in a hallway of the home near 
the sword. Authorities agreed that what oc- 
curred appeared to be self-defense. They 
also said the sword wasn’t the only weapon 
the burglar had. “He had a .38 caliber hand- 
gun in his pocket, he had the homeowner’s 
9mm handgun, a stun gun and a knife.” 


Concealed Carry 


Expands in Arizona 


USAToday reported on April 16 that Ari- 
zona’s Governor Jan Brewer signed leg- 
islation into law that will make her state 
the third in the nation, along with Alaska 
and Vermont, to allow people to carry con- 
cealed weapons without a permit. This is 
a change from old state law which made 
unlicensed Concealed Carry a crime pun- 
ishable by up to six months in jail and a 
fine of up to $2,500. 

The law included a few measures, such 
as having to inform police, if asked, about 
any guns you may be carrying. Also, carri- 
ers must allow law enforcement to take the 
weapon during communication between 
officers and the concealed carry holders, 
and permits would still be required to 
carry weapons in establishments that serve 
alcohol. This recent law is another success 
in a string of legislative victories for gun 
rights in Arizona. In 2009, the state loos- 
ened gun restrictions and just recently, one 
new law broadened the state’s restrictions 
on local governments’ ability to tax and 
regulate guns and ammunition. Another 
new law was a firearms freedom act which 
declared that guns manufactured entirely 
within state limits and intended for use 
within state limits are not subject to fed- 
eral firearms laws. 


Loose Change 


On April 18, an Indianapolis native, 
24-year-old Brian Blevins, was trying to 
help his friend move into a new apart- 
ment when he suddenly found himself, his 
girlfriend, and his friend staring down the 
barrel of a gun being held by 38-year-old 
robbery suspect, Christopher Hampton. 


Hampton was wearing an ankle monitor- 
ing device for unrelated criminal infrac- 
tions that had occurred earlier that month. 
Initially, Hampton approached Blevins 
and his companions outside and asked 
for change for a five-dollar bill. Blevins’ 
friend said that he had change upstairs, so 
Hampton followed them up. Once in the 
apartment, Hampton allegedly pulled a gun 
on the others and ordered them to the back 
room. The fast-thinking Blevins was carry- 
ing his own lawfully licensed weapon and 
immediately pulled it, firing at least four 
shots directly into Hampton, fatally injur- 
ing him. Detectives told the local media 
that the shooting appeared to be self-de- 
fense, but the evidence will be reviewed 
by the Marion County prosecutor’s office. 


Gun Safety 
Taught in School 


FoxNews.com reported on April 24 that 
a new Virginia state law will require the 
state’s education department to develop 
a gun-safety curriculum for public el- 
ementary schools that incorporates guide- 
lines from the National Rifle Association 
(NRA). The law allows each school board 
the ability to decide whether to offer it, 
and the ones that do must use the state-de- 
fined curriculum that includes rules from 
the NRA’s Eddie Eagle GunSafe Program. 
The NRA’s Eddie Eagle safety pro- 
gram explains that “Eddie Eagle is never 
shown touching a firearm, and he does 
not promote firearm ownership or use.... 
The Eddie Eagle Program has no agenda 
other than accident prevention — ensur- 
ing that children stay safe should they 
encounter a gun.” The creators of Eddie 
Eagle contend that the program’s one 
goal is to promote safety. “The purpose 
of the Eddie Eagle Program isn’t to teach 
whether guns are good or bad, but rather 
to promote the protection and safety of 
children.... Like swimming pools, elec- 
trical outlets, matchbooks and household 
poison, they’re treated simply as a fact 
of everyday life. With firearms found in 
about half of all American households, 

it’s a stance that makes sense.” Ml 
— PATRICK KREY 
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A Bad START and Other 
Perilous Nuclear Posturing 


ITEM: In an article entitled, “Republicans 
expected to line up behind New START,” 
the Associated Press reported on April 
9: “Despite near gridlock in the Senate, 
Republicans were expected to swing be- 
hind a new arms control treaty with Rus- 
sia that President Barack Obama said they 
will like, even though some are reserving 
judgment until Obama can assure them the 
pact won’t set back U.S. defenses against 
other potential foes such as North Korea 
and Iran. Obama called the pact signed 
Thursday a fresh beginning with Russia 
and predicted the Senate will ratify the 
agreement by the end of the year.” 

Obama was in Prague, noted the AP, 
“following the signing of a treaty that 
would shrink the one-time rivals’ arsenals 
to their lowest levels since the frightening 
arms race of the 1960s.” 

The so-called New START Treaty is a 
successor to the 199] Strategic Arms Re- 
duction Treaty. It signaled, said the wire- 
service account, “a bold opening in pre- 
viously soured U.S.-Russia relations. If 
ratified by both nations’ legislatures, it will 
shrink the limit of nuclear warheads to 
1,550 each over seven years, down about 
a third from the current ceiling of 2,200.” 
ITEM: The Economist for April 17 offered 
measured praise to President Obama’s 
“nuclear push,” — pointing to his arms 
treaty with Russia, the recasting of U.S. 
nuclear policy, and a nuclear summit held 
in Washington. “It is the most eye-catching 
piece of nuclear theatrics since Ronald 
Reagan squared up to Mikhail Gorbachev 
in Reykjavik.” Critics of the results, com- 
plained the London-based publication, 
were “too harsh.” The President’s “diplo- 
macy, bolstered by his success over health- 
care reform, has in fact secured real gains, 
even if they are more modest than all the 
hoopla suggests.” 

ITEM: On the CBS Evening News for 
April 6, David Martin enthused: “The 
Cold War ended more than two decades 
ago, and today American nuclear strategy 
finally caught up with history.” The net- 
work reporter proclaimed: “For the first 
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The laugh is on whom? President Barack Obama and Russian President Dmitry Medvedev laugh 
at the signing of the New START Treaty, but since Russia is unlikely to fulfill its commitments under 
the treaty and the United States will, the joke is really at Obama’s — and America’s — expense. 


time ever, the new policy limits the cir- 
cumstances under which the U.S. would 
resort to nuclear weapons, assuring na- 
tions which do not have them and do not 
try to get them they have nothing to worry 
about.” 

CORRECTION: Keep in mind President 
Obama’s avowed goal: a world free of 
nuclear weapons. He claims his atomic 
diplomacy is designed to make the United 
States a safer place. No doubt it will be a 
wonderful day when the unicorns trade in 
their wings to help pigs fly, but we’re not 
wasting our time waiting for that flight of 
fantasy either. 

In the real world, there are nuclear 
weapons, aggressive militaries, desper- 
ate fanatics, and malicious dictators who 
have no intention of playing by rules or 
letting peace reign. Outside of fanciful 
pipe dreams and mythical utopias, you 
don’t disarm the nation or negotiate from 
weakness without opening the door to 
even greater risks. 

So what have the recent nuclear theat- 
rics actually wrought? The summit in D.C. 
was essentially all show, produced nothing 
enforceable, and actually did not even in- 
clude on the agenda the rather significant 
matter of a nuclear Iran. 

The Obama administration’s posturing, 
with the issuance of a revised national 
nuclear policy, is obfuscatory at best and 


suicidal at worst. The Nuclear Posture Re- 
view (NPR) vows that the United States 
will not use nuclear weapons against non- 
nuclear states that have signed the Nucle- 
ar Non-Proliferation Treaty even if such 
powers were to attack the homeland with 
biological or chemical weapons. There are 
seemingly crafty loopholes and vague lan- 
guage, all of which are supposed to make 
us feel more secure. Or perhaps you will 
feel better knowing that the new policy 
also stipulates that the United States will 
not modernize our aging nuclear weapons? 

Then there is the deal that the admin- 
istration has made with Moscow about 
how many weapons we will be allowed to 
have — but to which the two parties to the 
agreement have diametrically opposed in- 
terpretations. The administration is trying 
to sell the treaty at home with promises 
that it places no restraints on U.S. missile 
defenses. Meanwhile, Russia insists there 
is a “legally binding linkage between stra- 
tegic offense and strategic defensive weap- 
ons.” There is a reason that the Russian 
leader was grinning when Obama signed 
the treaty document: Virtually the only al- 
leged concessions made by Moscow were 
agreements to reductions that were already 
planned. 

When your stated aim is a world without 
nukes, and the presumed means to that end 
is an ambiguous pact, and the deal allows 
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either party to withdraw — as this treaty 
does — you are in effect giving the other 
side veto power over your actions. Russia 
has already been blunt about its intentions, 
saying the treaty will only last if the United 
States “refrains from developing its mis- 
sile defense capabilities quantitatively or 
qualitatively.” This President or his succes- 
sor should expect to face a threat from the 
Kremlin to pull out of the New START if 
Russia is unhappy with stronger American 
defenses. Does it seem likely that Obama 
would suddenly opt for a spinal implant to 
defy Moscow’s understanding if it meant 
his vaunted pact and dreams would evapo- 
rate? The question answers itself. 

John Bolton, a former Undersecretary of 
State for Arms Control and International 
Security, former U.S. Ambassador to the 
UN, and a senior fellow at the Ameri- 
can Enterprise Institute, faults President 
Obama’s “national-security psychology” 
for what it has produced. Writing in Na- 
tional Review Online, Bolton notes that the 
President “has repeatedly said he believes 
lowering U.S. nuclear-warhead levels will 
encourage support for the Non-Prolifera- 
tion Treaty’s weapons prohibitions on non- 
nuclear-weapons states.” Bolton continues: 


This is the purest form of theology, 
since the empirical evidence is en- 
tirely to the contrary. As the Cold 
War ended, Moscow and Washing- 
ton made dramatic reductions in war- 
head levels, huge in percentage and 
absolute terms. Nonetheless, nuclear 
proliferation continued, and the pace 
is quickening. After START I and 
II, India, Pakistan, and North Korea 
tested nuclear weapons, and Iran rap- 
idly approaches that point. Syria had 
a clandestine nuclear reactor until Is- 
rael destroyed it in September 2007. 
And if current and aspiring nuclear 
proliferators keep or develop weap- 
ons, this will encourage still more 
proliferation activity. 


The dazzling international get-together in 
D.C. can hardly have deterred North Korea 
or Iran, even if they heard themselves called 
“outliers.” It’s tough to hurt the feelings 
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Patronizing themselves: Leaders at the Nuclear Security Summit act as if they have control over 
the world’s nuclear weapons, but North Korea, Iran, Pakistan, India, and Israel prove them wrong. 


of the rulers in Pyongyang, for example, 
who have no compunctions about building 
nukes as quickly as they can while mil- 
lions of their people have been forced to 
eat grasses and roots to stay alive. The D.C. 
summit, as is often the case in the realms 
of starry-eyed folks with their heads in the 
clouds, operated from false premises. This 
is not just delusional, but dangerous. 
Columnist Mark Steyn took note of the 
President’s “pledge to set a good example 
by reducing America’s nuclear arsenal,” 
and explained that “there’s no correlation 
between peace and the number of weapons 
— except insofar as states with only a few 
nukes are more likely to use them than states 
with gazillions: If you’ve only got a dozen, 
you’re under more pressure to let ’em fly 
before they’re taken out by incoming.” 
Steyn continued: 


It would be greatly to the advantage 
of civilization if responsible powers 
were to develop new forms of lim- 
ited, highly targeted, bunker-busting 
nukes. As is well understood by 
our enemies, the modern West has 
no stomach for large-scale casual- 
ties: On the morning of September 
11th, for example, Mullah Omar 
had no fear that Washington would 
nuke even remote and lightly inhab- 
ited parts of the Hindu Kush. As we 
learned the hard way in Iraq and Af- 


ghanistan, stupid, ill-trained illiter- 
ates with primitive explosives who 
don’t care who they kill can inflict 
quite a lot of damage on the techno- 
logically advanced, highly trained 
warriors of civilized states. That’s the 
“asymmetric warfare” that matters. 

So virtuously proclaiming oneself 
opposed to nuclear modernization 
ensures a planet divided into civi- 
lized states with unusable weapons 
and barbarous regimes happy to kill 
with whatever’s to hand. 


Those who build castles in the sky aren’t 
dissuaded from making yet another deal 
with a power that has a lengthy, insidious 
history of cheating. This does bother real- 
ists. Some are even Republicans, although 
far too few GOP leaders objected when the 
Bush administration was making similar 
hazardous moves. 

Rep. Tom Price (R-Ga.), chairman of the 
Republican Study Committee, is rightfully 
uneasy about the new nuclear posture and 
potential arms-control treaty. Says Price: 


The Nuclear Posture Review con- 
tains several very troubling changes 
in American policy. It is simply reck- 
less for the Obama administration to 
take the nuclear option off the table 
for any reason. Changing our pos- 
ture in the event we are attacked with 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ MAY 24, 2010 


AP Images 


biological or chemical weapons by 
non-nuclear states would actually 
put Americans in greater danger by 
encouraging the proliferation of these 
weapons. And by prohibiting the de- 
velopment of new nuclear capabili- 
ties, this administration is ensuring 
that America’s nuclear arsenal, our 
strongest deterrent against WMD at- 
tacks, will grow older and less reli- 
able. This is not a policy for security. 


In similar fashion, the Heritage Founda- 
tion rather calmly points to the precedents, 
saying in a fact sheet: “Russia has a his- 
tory of violating arms-control agreements, 
and verifying the number of deployed war- 
heads in its arsenal is difficult. The treaty 
will allow for warhead estimates based on 
the number of launchers, but it is unclear 
whether it will provide a method to ensure 
Russia doesn’t put more than the estimate 
on each launcher.” 
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Moreover, the negotiations with Mos- 
cow were made from a position disadvan- 
tageous to the United States. When the 
former START treaty expired in Decem- 
ber 2009, points out the Heritage analysis, 
“the U.S. had to abandon a monitoring 
station for Russian weapons in Votkinsk. 
The United States is now unable to moni- 
tor Russia’s production of the highly de- 
stabilizing RS-24 mobile multi-warhead 
intercontinental ballistic missile ICBM). 
Open sources indicate that this missile will 
be the mainstay of Russian strategic forces 
by 2016.” 

It seems a foregone conclusion that 
most of the cutting is going to be done 
by the United States, that is, if the Senate 
goes along with this proposed disarma- 
ment accord with Moscow. Frank Gaff- 
ney, a former U.S. Assistant Defense Sec- 
retary who is the head of the Center for 
Security Policy in Washington, D.C., says 
the Russians “are aggressively modern- 


izing their strategic forces with both new 
missiles and warheads. They claim that 
by 2015 roughly 80 percent of their long- 
range arsenal will have been upgraded — 
an activity we are subsidizing by paying 
to dismantle their old weapon systems, 
freeing up funds for Moscow’s modern- 
ization programs.” 

It is quite another matter for the United 
States. This country, observes Gaffney, 
“has not introduced a new nuclear weapon 
in over fifteen years. Its missiles, subma- 
rines and bombers are, by and large, even 
older, with some dating back to the 1950s 
and ’60s. Today, the nation has no capabil- 
ity to produce new nuclear weapons and 
could not manufacture them in quantity 
for many years — the only nuclear power 
of whom that can be said.” 

In short, this is not a place for a new 
START. It is past time to stop disarming 
ourselves. It’s time to reload. Ml 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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The Anti-government Epithet 


hough President 
Obama did not actu- 
ally hurl the “anti- 


government” epithet in his 
May 1 Ann Arbor speech, his 
meaning was unmistakable 
and the Associated Press was 
not really wrong in describing 
it that way. “[Obama] took 
direct aim at the anti-govern- 
ment language so prevalent 
today,” said the AP account 
of the President’s University 
of Michigan commencement 
address. 

But what “anti-government 
language” is “so prevalent” in America today? Are Tea Partiers 
and other political opponents of Obama’s big-government poli- 
cies claiming that the U.S. government should be eliminated 
and replaced with — nothing? How about champions of the 
Constitution such as Ron Paul or John Birchers? Do they too 
want an end to government? That is not what the AP or the rest 
of the mainstream media are claiming, of course. But that has 
not stopped the media from broadly applying the “anti-govern- 
ment” label to almost anyone who dares to exercise his right to 
free speech and peaceful assembly in opposition to government 
run amok. 

Nor did it stop President Obama from saying in Ann Arbor: 
“What troubles me is when I hear people say that all of govern- 
ment is inherently bad.” One wonders how often Obama hears 
people say that. Or if he recognizes that government, even a 
constitutional Republic such as ours, is inherently dangerous, 
owing to the nature of man and the corrupting influences of 
power. As James Madison wrote in The Federalist Papers (No. 
51): “If men were angels, no government would be necessary. If 
angels were to govern men, neither external nor internal controls 
on government would be necessary.” 

In pointing to man’s inherent nature, Madison was not ex- 
pressing an anti-government sentiment. Just the opposite, in 
fact. In The Federalist Papers, Madison was arguing for ratifi- 
cation of the Constitution, and so instrumental were his labors to 
give birth to and breathe life into the Constitution at the Conven- 
tion of 1787 and afterward that he became known to history as 
“the father of the Constitution.” Yet similar sentiments about the 
necessity of controlling government are often dismissed today 
as “anti-government” rantings by our political and media elites. 

The President also said in Ann Arbor: “Throwing around 
phrases like ‘socialists’ and ‘Soviet-style takeover’ and ‘fascist’ 
and ‘right-wing nut’ — [laughter] — that may grab headlines, 
but it also has the effect of comparing our government, our po- 
litical opponents, to authoritarian, even murderous regimes.” Ah, 
there’s some of that “anti-government language” the AP said 


President Obama speaking 
at the University of Michigan 
commencement ceremony 


the President targeted! But 
putting aside for the moment 
the question of whether such 
accusations against today’s 
big-government agenda are 
warranted, how does being 
against socialism or fascism 
or Soviet-style takeovers nec- 
essarily make one anti-gov- 
ernment? Of course, one could 
conceivably be against the 
Total State and also be against 
any government whatsoever 
— the ideal Madison said 
was impossible owing to the 
flawed nature of man. But one 
can also oppose the Total State without being anti-government. 

No one would accuse President Obama of being anti-govern- 
ment. His policies suggest that he views government as inherently 
good, and though he did not go so far as to say that in Ann Arbor, 
he did use the occasion to defend government as a force for good. 

But how often in history, one might ask, has government been 
a force for good? How often has government secured and safe- 
guarded the freedoms of its citizens? How often has government 
been benevolent or at least benign in terms of what it does for 
— or to — its citizens? Now consider the dark side of the his- 
torical ledger: How often has government enslaved and tortured 
and murdered? 

It is indeed tragically ironic that those who want us to place 
our trust in big government would frantically warn that the so- 
called “anti-government” rhetoric against their policies could 
lead to anti-government violence, without being at least equally 
concerned about the violence government will inevitably com- 
mit if the restraints and limitations on government power are 
cast aside. Every violent act against an innocent victim is a 
tragedy, but rulers possessing complete and absolute power can 
and do commit crimes against humanity on a much larger scale 
than other evil-doers are capable of accomplishing outside of 
government — as the many millions of innocent lives claimed 
by dictators like Stalin or Hitler make clear. 

America has been the beneficiary of the greatest experiment 
in liberty the world has ever witnessed because of the limita- 
tion and division of government power. But if the restraints on 
government are eliminated, then our Republic will metastasize 
into an “authoritarian, even murderous” regime, just as a fire in- 
tended for warmth will burn down a house if it somehow escapes 
the confines of the fireplace and is allowed to spread. This is true 
irrespective of the intentions of those now clamoring for more 
government power as the means for solving our nation’s ills. 

Working to prevent such a nightmare from ever befalling our 
great country is not anti-government; it is anti-totalitarianism 
and pro-Constitution. Mf 
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